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ABSTRACT
Nationally we spend over $1.6 Billion to incarcerate juveniles. Prevention, 
rather than correction is needed to reduce these costs. The cost in human lives 
exceeds the 56,000 incarcerated juveniles. It touches more than those who commit 
the offense. Victims, families of victims and families o f the convicted juvenile also 
pay a price to one degree or another.
The purpose o f this study was to identify and describe variables which may 
impact recidivism rates o f selected juveniles who were charged and have arrest 
records on file. The research was based upon East Baton Rouge Parish, Louisiana, 
juvenile arrest files from 1981 through 1992. Variables which were identified 
include Age at Time of First Offense, Educational Level, Gender, Number o f Times 
Charged, Parental Presence and Race. The model developed by the Multiple 
Regression Analysis returned the following: Education level explained 17.22%, Age 
at Time o f First Offense explained an additional 4.75% with Gender explaining 
2.58% and Race explaining only 1.98% of the total variance.
Formal education does play a part in recidivism. The more academically 
educated the juvenile, the less incidence o f court referrals are documented. Although 
juvenile offenders who participated in Vocational Education reported less incidence 
o f recidivism than Alternative Education, we must strive to keep our young people in
x
school. Both Age at Time of First Offense and Educational Level at the time of the 
First Offense do indicate that the younger the juvenile is, the more likely recidivism 
is to occur. Procedures, forms, and rationale for analysis is included to assist others 
to develop like research projects.
xi
INTRODUCTION
"Crime is the single most important issue in America today, not jobs, not 
health care." This statement was made by U.S. Senator Orrin Hatch, (R-Utah) on 
November 19, 1993 at a press conference following the U.S. Senate passage o f the 
toughest anti-crime legislation in its history. Juvenile crime is expensive in terms of 
time, money and most importantly, human resources. The Sourcebook o f Criminal 
Justice Statistics 1992 reports that in 1990 Louisiana maintained seventeen juvenile 
facilities for a total cost o f $26,269,000. The average cost per juvenile for one year 
was $24,600. Louisiana is reported as having 1,387 juveniles incarcerated. The 
pervasiveness o f this problems cuts across every socioeconomic group, gender, 
geographic location, ethnic group, and religion.
Nationally, in 1991, over fifty seven thousand juveniles were incarcerated. 
The total cost o f locking these children up is reported by The Sourcebook of 
Criminal Justice Statistics 1992 to be in excess o f $2.8 billion. Louisiana was 
ranked twelfth or in the upper 25 percent, with a rate o f 239 incarcerated juveniles 
per 100,000 juveniles residing in the state.
People have varying definitions o f juvenile crime, therefore, solutions are not 
easily found. For example, John Lee (1992) reported that Carlsbad, California 
formed a unit to combat the gang in their city. However, there were only twelve 
members in the gang. Carlsbad, a city of sixty-five thousand, reports no problems 
with graffiti, drugs, drive-by shootings or turf wars, which is unusually low for a
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city of that size. A higher incidence of gang-related crime would be expected. Yet, 
Carlsbad implemented a six-man task force to deter gang membership.
The other end o f the juvenile crime spectrum is presented in a recent article 
in The Salt Lake Tribune by Anne Wilson (1992) detailing sexual abusers in Salt 
Lake City, Utah.
O f 8,254 children who were determined to have been abused in 1990,
1,872 of them were abused sexually. But w hat's alarming Utah child 
advocates is the fact that 36% of child abuse perpetrators are children 
themselves, and that those youngsters victimize 43% of all sexually 
abused children, (p. 5).
In 1989, fifty-six juveniles w'ho committed sexual offenses were under the age of 
nine. Pat Rothermich, head of child protective services for Utah, reportedly stated 
"sex education would reduce this type of crime" (Wilson, 1992).
Many other observers also speculate that some form o f education is a panacea 
for juvenile crime. Juvenile judges are currently offering youthful offenders 
alternatives to imprisonment. For example, one incentive to avoid imprisonment 
may be to obtain a General Education Development (GED) certificate. As further 
incentives, these juveniles could receive less time imprisoned, shorter probation time, 
or the avoidance o f incarceration entirely, if they participate in school.
A review of articles from the Vocational Education Journal, the Journal of 
Correctional Educators, the Journal o f Teacher Education, and the NASSP Bulletin 
suggests academic achievement has a positive impact on social behavior of the
juvenile while incarcerated. This may, in part, be the result of providing a diversion 
for incarcerated juveniles, or it may indeed be that a positive learning experience 
boosts self esteem.
This researcher found conflicting reports, definitions, and incidence of 
recidivism rates among offenders. Some conflicts were contained within the same 
publication. As Smith (1992) abstracts, "direct measurement (of juvenile crime) is 
not likely to be feasible, and confirmatory tests are probably premature" (p. 3).
The content of this research addresses national, state, and local priorities for 
at-risk youth. Federal funds supplement state and parish funds for remedial reading 
and mathematics programs. State government documents, such as Louisiana Statute 
15.21 and the Louisiana Board of Elementary and Secondary Education letter dated 
September 26, 1986, specifically address the need for education of incarcerated 
youth.
Federal and state laws define the role of juvenile correctional education as: 
improving the quality of current educational programs and providing an educational 
environment which will enhance the success of people within the juvenile justice 
system (Office of Juvenile Services, September 26, 1986). Under Title 11, limited 
financial support for education is provided to the state by the federal government. 
Students incarcerated in Louisiana Training Institutes (LTFs) are generally relegated 
to an alternative education system (AES). AES’s do not generally grant Carnegie 
Units. Rather, incarcerated juveniles participate in an open-ended program based on 
the LifeSchool (1988) curriculum.
Politicians, educators, legislators and special interest groups would have us 
believe that educating our youth will reduce the type and number of crimes in which 
juveniles are involved. While conducting research at East Baton Rouge (EBR) Parish 
LT1, Carr (1990) found that the average grade reportedly completed by juvenile 
offenders prior to incarceration was the eighth grade. However, these same juveniles 
only scored at the fourth year, fourth month grade level using the Test of Adult 
Basic Education (TABE). After participating in the institution’s education program 
for one full academic year, these same students advanced only four months on the 
TABE, as compared with the nine months they would have advanced had they 
participated in regular educational classes. In some cases, students scored at a lower 
grade level than when they were originally incarcerated. The drop in scores did not 
surprise LTI officials. During personal conversation with Mr. Calvin Dees,
Principal and Ms. Anderson, School Counselor, they indicated the drop was to be 
expected and attributable to lack of interest, testing conditions, and fatigue. Based 
on the preceding, educational endeavors within the LTI system would appear 
unsuccessful and may actually contribute to increased recidivism of juveniles, 
eventually leading to their being incarcerated as adults. This research will examine 
whether or not education, or the lack of it, plays a part in the incidence of juvenile 
crime.
When surveyed by Porter and Gilbert-Porter (1984) incarcerated adults 
overwhelmingly reported they had been locked up as juveniles. This suggests 
incarceration made no difference as these adults were locked up again and again.
5Further, he stated that 87% of the inmates in the nation’s largest adult prison, 
Louisiana's Angola Slate Prison, have already been through the juvenile prison. 
However, Hassell (1988) writes "no sophisticated statistics were available to provide 
detailed answers to such questions.” (p. 29) regarding variables which contribute to 
recidivism. Lipsey (1993) reports that "most juveniles who are arrested by the 
police are not chronic delinquents and, furthermore, that most chronic delinquents 
are not arrested" (p. 17). As Smith (1992) abstracts, "direct measurement (of 
juvenile crime) is not likely to be feasible, and confirmatory tests are probably 
premature" (p. 3).
Statement of the Problem 
Various publications, be they from the fields o f educational or criminal 
justice, stress the need to improve educational programs as a method of decreasing 
recidivism. To date, there has been no comprehensive historical study of juvenile 
offenders relative to education and recidivism. Perusal of the limited available 
information indicates a lack o f substantiated documentation that education does in 
fact reduce recidivism.
Purpose of the Study 
The primary purpose o f this study was to determine if academic achievement 
influences juvenile recidivism.
Objectives o f the Study 
For the purpose of this study seven specific objectives were identified. These 
objectives are:
to describe juvenile offenders on the following selected demographic 
characteristics:
A. Gender
B. Race
C. Age at Time o f First Offense
D. Nature o f Parental Presence in the Home
E. Type o f  Offense(s) Committed
F. Nature of Geographic Area of Residence
G. Presence of Siblings
H. Place in the Birth Order of Siblings
I. Educational Level.
to compare the sample of offenders drawn from the historical files 
(those files more than three years old) and the sample o f offenders 
drawn from the current fdes on the following selected demographic 
characteristics.
A. Gender
B. Race
C. Age at Time o f First Offense
D. Nature o f Parental Presence in the Home
E. Type o f Offense(s) Committed
F. Nature of Geographic Area of Residence
G. Presence of Siblings
H. Place in the Birth Order of Siblings
I. Educational Level.
to compare juvenile offenders who have been identified as recidivists 
(committed more than one offense) and those who are not recidivists 
(committed only one offense) on the following selected characteristics.
A. Gender
B. Race
C. Age at Time of First Offense
D. Nature of Parental Presence in the Home
E. Type o f Offense(s) Committed
F. Nature of Geographic Area of Residence
G. Presence of Siblings
H. Place in the Birth Order of Siblings
I. Educational Level.
to determine if there is a relationship between the variables
Educational Level and Type o f Offense(s).
to determine if there is a relationship between the variables
Educational Level and Age at Time of First Offense.
to determine if there is a relationship between the variables Type of
Offense(s) and Age at Time o f First Offense.
7. to determine from the following selected demographic characteristics if 
a model exists explaining a significant portion of the variance in 
recidivism of juvenile offenders:
A. Gender
B. Race
C. Age at Time of First Offense
D. Nature of Parental Presence in the Home
E. Type o f  Offense(s) Committed
F. Nature of Geographic Area of Residence
G. Presence of Siblings
H. Place in the Birth Order of Siblings
I. Educational Level.
As such, the complex objectives of this study require one to search for the 
hidden or attempt to identify variables which may help to explain the relationship 
between education and juvenile recidivism. Juvenile probation officers report that 
there is no one method o f identifying which juvenile will not recidivate.
Limitations of the Study 
The population o f juvenile offenders is constantly changing, creating a need 
to keep the study within a workable time frame. There are several reasons for this 
constant change. These include the type o f crime, the disposition of the crime and 
age changes.
9Two types of information were gathered, Historical and Current. Historical 
information was taken from closed records stored at the East Baton Rouge Parish 
Family Court. Current information was taken from records being processed by 
probation personnel and the East Baton Rouge Juvenile Reception and Diagnostic 
Center initiated after December 31, 1988.
Within any penal institution, existing rules and regulations must be enforced 
concerning disruption of routine. These rules created a restriction to the free 
movement o f the researcher. Furthermore, to maintain confidentiality and keep 
interruptions to a minimum, records were examined in designated secluded areas.
Definition o f Terms 
Every profession has a unique vocabulary. Terms which have long been used 
by the criminal justice or social services staff and accepted by the courts have been 
used in this study. Terms are listed alphabetically. In order to eliminate confusion, 
terminology with the abbreviations in parentheses as used on the survey form are 
defined as follows:
Type o f Crime
Assault & Battery (A/B) - Assault is a verbal attack or threat. Battery 
is an attack on a person accompanied by blows and/or use of 
force. These offenses are combined for the purposes o f this 
study.
Attempted M urder (AMur) - Maiming, harming, killing or attempting 
of such act or acts.
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Burglary (Burg) - The unlawful entry or attempted entry of any fixed 
structure, vehicle or vessel used for regular residence, industry, 
or business, with or without force, with intent to commit a 
felony.
Drugs (NFDrugs) - Any drug law violations such as unlawful selling, 
purchasing, distributing, manufacturing, cultivating, 
transporting, possessing, or using of a controlled or prohibited 
substance or drug, or attempt to commit these acts. Sniffing of 
glue, paint, gasoline and other inhalants are also included. 
Alcohol use is not included in this category.
Felony (Felony) - Any crime for which an offender can be 
imprisoned for more than one year.
Miscellaneous (Misc) - Any minor offense not more appropriately
listed elsewhere, punishable without hard labor, six months or 
less incarceration and a fine less than $100.
M urder (Murd) - The taking of a life, by force, design, or accident. 
Degrees of Murder are additionally defined by the courts. For 
the purpose o f this study, the taking o f a life is considered 
murder.
Other (Other) - Any charge not covered elsewhere, but severe in
nature. Crimes such as arson, bad checks or forgery would be 
classed as Other for the purposes o f this study.
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Probation Violation (ProbViolation) - The violation of any specific 
condition of probation.
Sex (Sex) - All offenses having a sexual element. This category
includes crimes against nature, indecent exposure, molestation, 
prostitution, procurement, attempted rape, statutory rape, 
solicitation, pimping, lewdness, fornication and rape.
Theft (Theft) - The misappropriation of property or materials with a 
value less than $500.
Truancy (Tru) - The violation of a compulsory school attendance law .
Ungovernable (Ungov) - Adjudicated as not under the control of 
parent or legal guardian.
Weapons (Weapons) - The unlawful selling, distributing.
manufacturing, altering, transporting, possessing, or using of a 
deadly or dangerous weapon, or accessory, or attempt to 
commit any of these acts. Further, Weapons include any other 
charge in which a w'eapon, be it knife, gun or other instrument 
of harm is used.
With Weapons (/w) - indicates the offense included a weapon.
Weapons include any other charge in which a weapon, be it 
knife, gun or other instrument of harm is used.
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Type o f Disposition
Acquittal (Acquit) - Being found innocent of a previously charged 
offense.
Adult Court (Adult Court) - A court that generally handles adult
offenders ages 18 and over. Juveniles, under specific codes, 
may he referred to adult court when the offense is significant in 
nature or the juvenile has an excessive number of offenses.
Awaiting Trial (Awaiting Trial) - To wait for the court date to he set 
or postponement of legal proceedings.
Counselled and Warned (C/W ) - A process whereby probation
personnel counsel and warn the juvenile and family. Juveniles 
who are counselled and warned do not generally continue 
through the criminal justice system. Records are maintained, 
but are inactive. On some occasions, the clients are required to 
comply with special conditions such as performing community 
service, attending clinics, making restitution, etc.
Detention (Dent) - Incarceration, generally less than 30 days.
Normally served in a short-term juvenile detention facility. It 
can be a period of temporary custody prior to disposition by a 
court.
Dismissed (Dism) - The decision of the District Attorney's office to 
not prosecute the offense. This may be because of a plea
bargain, a lack of evidence, the severity of the offense or a 
combination of the aforementioned offenses.
Family (Fam) - The remanding of the juvenile to the family for 
supervision.
Flight (Flight) - Leaving o f the jurisdiction of the court by the juvenile 
and/or family. They may or may not have left the state.
Group Home (Group Home) - The placing o f the juvenile in a group 
home, either state or private, for a designated period of time.
Hospitalization (Hospitalization) - The placing of the juvenile in a 
state certified medical institution for problems of an organic 
nature.
Informal Adjustment Agreement (1AA) - The monitoring of the 
juvenile by probation personnel to ensure that probation 
guidelines are met. Petition may be filed, however there is no 
adjudication and agreements are generally six months or less.
JRDC (JRDC) - The Juvenile Receiving and Diagnostic Center. A 
facility providing intake evaluation and holding services. 
Juveniles may remain in the JRDC for as short a time as 20 
days to as long as 6 months, length o f stay dictated by 
appropriate space and medical evaluations. Currently, 
juveniles remanded to a JRDC may then be moved to an LTI,
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to a group home, to a foster home, to a hospital or to the 
family.
LT1 (LTI) - Louisiana Training Institute. Juveniles may be remanded 
to LTI’s for up to juvenile life, which is age twenty one.
Mental Health (MentalH) - The placing of the juvenile in a facility on 
either an in- or out- patient basis for problems of a 
psychological nature.
No bill (NoBill) - The dismissal of charges at the lowest level of the 
criminal justice system, usually prior to any formal court action 
by an Assistant District Attorney.
In order to eliminate confusion, additional terminology and the abbreviations 
used within the survey form and research paper are listed as follows:
At-Risk Youth - Louisiana: Department of Education Bulletin 1706 defines 
"at-risk youth" as any child between ages three and twenty-two who exhibits 
or has been diagnosed by competent authority as: 
belligerent
child abuse, neglect or sexual abuse
chronic physical illness
death or separation in the immediate family
emotional problems
environmental stresses
expulsions
f ig h t in g
mental problems 
physical abuse 
substance abuse 
truancy.
Grade Level is as reported by the juvenile. The additional computer coding 
below allows for the inclusion o f other types of educational program: 
70 =  Vocational Training is defined as participating in courses offered 
through either a public or private entry level preparation 
course(s).
75 =  Alternative Education is defined as participating in a non-tradition 
educational program. Such a program could be part of a health 
system, military school, or part of a home bound program.
80 = GED is defined as participating in a recognized and Louisiana 
State Department of Education approved General Education 
Development (GED) program.
85 =  Drop out is defined as not participating in an education program 
as described above.
99 =  Missing indicates there is no evidence o f a juvenile attending
school nor is there mention of the student dropping out from 
school.
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Juvenile Life is defined by Louisiana: Department of Public Safety and 
Corrections (1986) as being incarcerated until age twenty-one.
Juvenile Recidivism for the purpose of this study is defined as juveniles under 
the age o f 18 who fall back into criminal, delinquent or antisocial 
behaviors, despite punishment or treatment.
Conceptually, increased academic education should reduce the number of 
times an individual is charged. As stated earlier by Senator Hatch, "Crime is the 
single most important issue in America today..." Yet, as will be identified in 
Chapter II, there is a scarcity of available data regarding academic achievement’s 
impact on juvenile recidivism. This study will attempt to show whether or not there 
is a correlation between academic achievement and juvenile recidivism. If academic 
achievement does reduce recidivism, then this should be documented.
However, as Lipsey (1993) writes "most juveniles who are arrested by the 
police are not chronic delinquents" (p. 17). To this end, the researcher examined the 
number o f times charged compared with grade level.
Significance of the study
As Hassell (1988) writes "statistics regarding academics and juvenile justice 
are lacking" (p. 28). Little evidence to indicate differently was found by this 
researcher. Therefore this study will be of benefit if a significant explanation of 
what variables, including education, affect recidivism among juveniles. Determining 
if academic achievement influences recidivism of juveniles in Louisiana may help
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define the role public education, vocational education and alternative education 
would need to fill toward the reduction of recidivism.
Currently, Louisiana Training Institutes (LTIs) concentrate on "Life skills" 
training for incarcerated youth. Life skills training based upon LifeSchool (1986) is 
designed to teach adults (emphasis added), using local newspapers, how to find 
employment and how to find housing. Additionally, the curriculum stresses how to 
complete required forms for various social programs and how to dress for interviews.
The population of LT1 consists of juveniles ranging in age from 13 to 20 
years with the average age for all students being 16.7 (with a Standard Deviation of
1.3). Prior educational achievements of the juveniles range from the 4th through the 
11th grade. Their average recorded grade completed was the 11th grade. Further. 
TABE reading scores range from a low of 1.0 to a high of 12.0 with the average 
TABE sub-scale reading score of 4 years, 4 months (Standard Deviation of 2.2) 
which would seem to preclude the use o f local newspapers. An editor o f the 
Morning Advocate indicated most articles in the Baton Rouge Edition are written for 
individuals with reading skills of around the seventh or eighth grade, although most 
job advertisements are written for someone with an eighth grade reading level.
Oddly, the average LTI students does not have access to current local newspapers.
Perhaps, with a factual base o f knowledge from which to work, juvenile court 
judges, probation officers, district attorneys, and parents will have a better picture of 
who really constitutes an "at risk” youth from the standpoint of criminal activity.
Additionally, "at risk" youth may develop requisite educational skills to perform 
socially acceptable employment rather than return to courts as ungovernable.
REVIEW OF RELATED LITERATURE
The literature review encompassed elementary and secondary educational 
programs relating to juvenile recidivism. Specifically, literature relating to studies 
which have demonstrated programs successful in reducing recidivism among 
juveniles was sought. Although there is a plethora o f information regarding 
recidivism and corrections, journals lack specific reference to a specific study o f how 
academic achievement impacts juvenile recidivism. An electronic search o f the 
Economics, Development and Education, Educational Testing Service Test 
Collection, Education Resource Information Center, Congressional Record Abstracts, 
Dissertation Abstracts on Line and Family Resources data bases using search 
parameters o f "academic achievement," "recidivism," "incarcerated youth," 
"correctional education certification," "prisons," "corrections," and "education" did 
not yield any additional journal articles relating to this subject.
Therefore, an extensive search o f newspaper articles was undertaken. In 
order to insure articles appearing in national newspapers were not missed, a 
newspaper clipping service was contracted. Articles distributed by United Press, 
Associated Press, Time Life, News Week and Jones Cable were searched on a daily 
basis by the service. The Dow-Jones clipping service used "juvenile," "education," 
"prevention," and "recidivism" for search parameters. Many o f the articles provided 
by the clipping service (in excess o f 1,000) restate the popular premise that education 
is the "cure-all" to reduce recidivism. Education, in many o f the reported cases,
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is the "cure-all" to reduce recidivism. Education, in many of the reported cases, 
includes GED preparation, remedial services and tutorial services. However, this 
researcher was unable to obtain research data which empirically proved education 
reduces recidivism.
In reviewing the related literature, seven areas were selected for study. These 
areas were: moral education, motivation, student apathy, student evaluation, student 
achievement, communication, and recidivism. The following review will follow a 
structure based upon these seven areas.
Moral Education - For the purposes o f this study, Moral Education is defined 
as positive social values based upon acceptable interpersonal skills.
Several studies and publications indicated the ongoing need for and 
importance o f role modeling by teachers for students. Goldstein, Sprafkin, Gershaw 
and Klein (1980) in Skill Streaming the adolescent: A structured learning approach to 
teaching prosocial skills, write how positive role models are needed since many 
students come from broken homes. Dollar (1988) quotes an inmate saying: "I like 
the training; I don’t like the discipline, though it is probably good for me. So I 
w on’t be back." (p. 29). Weinstein (1986) stresses the need for teachers to set the 
standards expected o f students. More specifically, Wiley (1989) investigating the 
need o f moral education within a Texas juvenile correction facility, found that 
teaching emphasis would shift from curriculum to staff development. The need for 
the staff to both verbally and non-verbally communicate the positive attributes needed 
to fit into society cannot be easily taught as a subject.
21
Motivation - For the purpose of this study, Motivation is defined as an 
internal desire to successfully complete a course of study or project.
Porter and Gilbert-Porter (1984) surveyed a sample o f 133 inmates from an 
unidentified Texas prison where the following reasons, among others, were cited for 
not completing high school: 44% lacked interest in school and class work, 38% 
wanted to go to work, 29% lacked personal motivation, 21% felt education offered 
little or no contribution to success in life, 21 % felt like "an outsider" in school, 14% 
had poor math skills and 14% cited insensitive teachers (respondents could check 
more than one reason). Personal interviews with 174 of the full time students at the 
East Baton Rouge (EBR) Louisiana Training Institute (LTI) confirmed Porter’s 
findings (Carr 1990). These EBR LTI students echoed Porter’s findings citing that 
education was not needed to survive in Louisiana. Fishing, hunting, or logging were 
given as an alternatives to working in a vocation where education would be required.
Tucker and Mandel (1986) discuss motivation of teachers, or rather the lack 
o f motivation. In part, the lack of motivation is due to "no incentive for careful 
allocation o f inservice training fund” (p. 25) which translates into poor or no rapport 
with students. Teachers who are not motivated do not motivate their students.
Student Apathy - For the purpose o f this study, Student Apathy is defined as 
a demonstrated lack o f student interest or motivation.
Raffinni (1986) indicated that students may not want to be labeled as 
mediocre. Therefore, rather than striving to be the best and failing, they strive to be 
the best failure. Raffinni further concluded that teachers need to work more on a
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one-to-one basis with students to assist them in realizing that they can succeed if 
their goals are realistic and personal.
Student Evaluation - For the purpose o f this study, Student Evaluation is 
defined as reporting the demonstrated achievement of educational skills as measured 
by standardized instruments to the student.
Harris, (1987), Hassell, (1988), Porter and Gilberg-Porter, (1984) agree that 
students should be involved in the evaluation process. Further, these researchers 
indicated that students should receive daily feedback from the teacher. Currently, 
LTI uses the Test of Adult Basic Education (TABE) instrument as the evaluation 
tool. Students are promoted from one grade level to another based on their TABE 
scores. The TABE is given on a semi-annual basis.
Homant (1984) explored the issue of self esteem as it relates to achievement 
in Correctional Education. His finding was that self esteem alone did not change 
recidivism. Rather, academic achievement, positive vocational training and values 
education, in preparation for discharge from the correctional facility, increased self 
esteem and decreased recidivism.
Student Achievement - For the purpose of this study, Student Achievement is 
defined as the demonstrated attainment of increased academic skills as measured by 
standardized instruments.
Hassell (1988) indicated that the average reading and mathematical 
performance of juvenile inmates o f the Riverside Vo-Tech in Arkansas is below the 
sixth grade level. Mr. Calvin Dees, Principal of Scenic High School, Special
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District #1 (SSD 1) EBR LTI, (personal communication, October 19, 1989) 
remarked that the average academic level o f the current group of youths (1989-1990 
school year) is "about the fifth grade, based on TABE scores." Furthermore, Ms. 
Gail Rambin (personal communication, October 26, 1989) Louisiana Department of 
Public Safety and Corrections, Superintendent of Academic Education for Juveniles, 
confirmed that, statewide, most incoming juvenile offenders test at the low end of 
the fifth grade on the TABE.
Communication - For the purpose of this study, Communication is defined as 
the accurate conveyance of information to and from interested parties.
Dreher, and Singer (1989) stressed the need for an ongoing dialogue between 
the teacher and the students; thus ensuring that the students are aware of their 
strengths and weaknesses.
Feedback based upon performance and done in a timely manner aids the 
student in learning. Smith (1987) suggests "it is important that observers avoid 
statements that evaluate" (p. 665). Prompt, non-judgmental feedback is important to 
improving behavior and learning.
Family court of East Baton Rouge Parish (EBRP) uses a form (Appendix B) 
to communicate the strengths and weaknesses o f the juvenile offender. During the 
intake process, it is the responsibility o f social services workers assigned to EBRP 
family court to ascertain, confirm , and document information about each juvenile. 
These areas include: educational achievement, school behaviors, learning disabilities 
and physical disabilities.
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Recidivism - For the purpose o f this study, Recidivism is defined as the 
frequency an individual is involved with the criminal justice system.
Schumacker, Anderson and Anderson (1990) explored the relationship of 
recidivism among groups identified as Vocational, Vocational/Academic, Academic 
and Control. The results o f their study found that the lowest rate o f recidivism was 
reported for those inmates who had successfully completed vocational and 
vocational/academic training. Schumacker’s study indicated that the group with the 
highest incidence o f recidivism was reported to be the control group, which was 
comprised o f non-educational achievers. The second highest group was the academic 
group. This corresponds to Hassell’s (1988) findings o f a 7.5% recidivism rate for 
vocational program participants as opposed to a 30.8% for the national rate.
Summary
Incarcerated adults have been questioned, evaluated, trained, and tracked. 
Information regarding academic achievement and recidivism for adults seems to 
indicate a positive correlation. Again, as reported earlier, most incarcerated adults 
enter prison with less than a sixth grade education and they were also convicted as 
juveniles.
The researcher was unable to obtain information from professional journals, 
federal publications, or the popular press relating to empirical studies showing the 
relationship between education and recidivism among juveniles. The perception held 
by many, including this researcher, regarding hard data relative to this study, proved 
to be inaccurate. Some data have been published regarding adults and recidivism, or
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small populations and vocational education. However, there is no evidence that an 
indepth study regarding the effects o f academic achievement has had an impact on 
recidivism among juvenile offenders.
Would it be appropriate to question whether or not the higher the grade level 
attained, by the juvenile, prior to the initial conviction, the less likely that individual 
would repeatedly run afoul o f the law? The intent o f this research is to evaluate the 
impact o f education on recidivism.
Follow-Up
After the study was completed the concern remained that so little research on 
juvenile crime and recidivism was discovered. With this in mind, a comprehensive 
search o f the literature was again preformed using the same parameters outlined on 
page 18. As before, the incarcerated adult offender population was thoroughly 
represented by many articles and reports. The juvenile offender population, although 
receiving recent Presidential attention, was not represented by any formal studies 
regarding the effects o f academic achievement on juvenile recidivism rates.
METHODOLOGY
The purpose o f this study was to describe the impact o f academic achievement 
on recidivism of selected juveniles charged in East Baton Rouge Parish that have 
arrest records on file. Only juveniles whose records are physically in files at the 
East Baton Rouge Juvenile Court facility and Juvenile Reception and Diagnostic 
Center were reviewed. This chapter describes the methods and procedures that were 
followed in conducting the study. It delineates the population and sample, and 
discusses the instrument used, and the methods o f data collection and analysis. The 
primary objective o f this study was to describe and compare variables that influence 
recidivism o f juveniles. Specifically this was broken down to:
1. to describe juvenile offenders on the following selected demographic 
characteristics:
A. Gender
B. Race
C. Age at Time o f First Offense
D. Nature o f Parental Presence in the Home
E. Type o f Offense(s) Committed
F. Nature o f Geographic Area o f Residence
G. Presence o f Siblings
H. Place in the Birth Order o f Siblings
I. Educational Level.
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to compare the sample of offenders drawn from the historical files 
(those more than three years old) and the sample of offenders drawn 
from the current files on the following selected demographic 
characteristics.
A. Gender
B. Race
C. Age at Time o f First Offense
D. Nature of Parental Presence in the Home
E. Type o f Offense(s) Committed
F. Nature of Geographic Area of Residence
G. Presence of Siblings
H. Place in the Birth Order of Siblings
I. Educational Level.
to compare juvenile offenders who have been identified as recidivists 
(committed more than one offense) and those who are not recidivists 
(committed only one offense) on the following selected characteristics.
A. Gender
B. Race
C. Age at Time of First Offense
D. Nature of Parental Presence in the Home
E. Type o f Offense(s) Committed
F. Nature of Geographic Area of Residence
G. Presence of Siblings
H. Place in the Birth Order of Siblings
I. Educational Level.
to determine if  there is a relationship between the variables
Educational Level and Type of Offense(s).
to determine if  there is a relationship between the variables
Educational Level and Age at Time of First Offense.
to determine if  there is a relationship between the variables Type of
Offense(s) and Age at Time of First Offense.
to determine from the following selected demographic characteristics if 
a model exists explaining a significant portion of the variance in 
recidivism of juvenile offenders:
A. Gender
B. Race
C. Age at Time of First Offense
D. Nature of Parental Presence in the Home
E. Type o f Offense(s) Committed
F. Nature of Geographic Area of Residence
G. Presence o f Siblings
H. Place in the Birth Order of Siblings
1. Educational Level.
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Population and Sample
Juveniles may be apprehended, but may not be arrested or charged with a 
crime. Generally, if the juvenile is not arrested, or charged with a crime, no records 
are initiated. A juvenile may not be arrested, but be charged. In this case, a record 
is made and proceedings are initiated. Lastly, a juvenile may be arrested and 
charged. The senior police officer on the scene may, to some degree, use discretion 
based upon experience, type of activity, complainant, age o f juvenile, etc., to 
determine if the juvenile is to be arrested.
The target population for this study was defined as juveniles who had been 
arrested or charged in East Baton Rouge Parish. Juvenile court records maintained 
by the East Baton Rouge Family Court and Louisiana Juvenile Reception and 
Diagnostic Center, Baker, Louisiana, were examined.
Specifically, juvenile offense records on file at the East Baton Rouge Parish 
Juvenile Court and Juvenile Receiving and Diagnostic Center were examined. These 
records, representing juvenile offenders, comprised the population of this study.
Because of an established court procedure, the records generally do not 
extend further back than January 2, 1981. It was reported by the records clerk that 
there may be a "few" records initiated prior to January 2, 1981. Based upon this 
information and procedure, it was determined to not include any records prior to 
January 2, 1981.
In order to determine if there were trends over time, the population was 
subdivided into Historical and Current data bases. The Historical data base was
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comprised o f records covering an eight year period, from January 2, 1981 through 
December 31, 1988. Records established since December 31, 1988 and records that 
are currently under supervision were used for the Current data base.
Mr. Alex Jones, Acting Director of the East Baton Rouge Parish Juvenile 
Court estimated there were approximately 4,000 to 5,000 closed records on file.
Ary (1985) suggests that at least 30 subjects be used to permit large sample statistics. 
The researcher increased this number to 500 in order to ensure better representation. 
A larger sample size should produce more accurate and precise information. Also, 
the larger the sample, the smaller the standard error. The sampling technique chosen 
was a systematic sample with a random start. Mr. Jones was asked to assist the 
researcher by picking a number at random; he chose number eight. Every tenth 
record beginning with the eighth through the last was examined. This compensated 
for the addition or deletion of records as juvenile cases were reopened or closed.
The researcher wanted to sample 10% of the available population in order to 
improve data base representation. This sample comprised the Historical data base.
Mr. Jones, estimated that the number of active cases was less than 1,000. A 
more accurate estimate was unavailable at that time. The researcher used the same 
procedure as outlined above. Every fifth record was chosen to compensate for the 
wide variation in estimates of records on hand. Further, the researcher wanted to 
sample 20% of the available population in order to improve data base representation. 
The researcher reviewed the fifth and subsequent multiples of five, as the record was 
filed by the probation officer. This sample comprised the Current data base.
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Research Plan
When juveniles enter the criminal justice system an individual file folder 
containing pertinent information is established using the Family Court Summary form 
(Appendix B) for each juvenile. The social services section maintains these files 
until cases are closed. However, it is the responsibility o f assigned Probation 
Officers to provide updates and verify information.
Records o f juveniles currently under supervision by EBR Juvenile Court or 
Juvenile Receiving and Diagnostic Center (JRDC) were compared to selected closed 
records. This process followed the "systematic sampling" procedure to yield 
representations o f the current population sample.
Glass and Hopkins (1984) state systematic sampling usually produces 
representative samples. "Indeed, the results from systematic samples tend to be 
slightly more accurate than results from simple random samples, ..."  Further, "the 
orderly sampling process allows less opportunity for sampling error to occur." (p. 
179). Once the samples were drawn from the two data bases specific information 
was recorded on an instrument (Appendix A).
Data Collection
Access to the East Baton Rouge Parish Juvenile court records was approved 
by both the Juvenile Court Judge and Acting Director/Judicial Administrator o f the 
East Baton Rouge Parish Juvenile Court. The researcher was restricted to the 
"secured" area and did not remove records from the facility. The researcher did not
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remove more than four files from a drawer, interfere with court officials, and 
replaced records in their proper place before leaving the premises.
As each file was pulled and reviewed, information was transcribed to the 
Juvenile Justice Education Screening/Survey Sheet, Appendix A. Each record was 
tagged and assigned a code number. The tag allowed the researcher to accurately 
and easily obtain the next required record, easily identify a record which was placed 
in a different order, and return to a specific record if a coding error was discovered.
In review, records for the Historical data base were obtained from the "closed 
case" files which date from January 2, 1981 through December 31, 1988. The total 
number of records in the "closed case" files was estimated to range from 4,000 to 
5,000.
Records used for the Historical data base were assigned numbers beginning 
with 001. Based upon a desire to sample 10% o f available records, and assuming 
the number of available records numbered at least 5,000 then 10% of 5,000 should 
yield a sample size of 500. This method provided for review of every tenth record, 
assuming the number o f Historical records was correctly estimated. A total o f 723 
records was reviewed for the Historical data base indicating an even larger 
population.
Records for the Current data base were gathered from the probation staff 
from the intake division, and from JRDC. It was estimated by the Acting Director 
o f the East Baton Rouge Parish Juvenile Court that the active number or "open
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cases" in the probation (casework) department was less than 1,000. A total o f 293 
records was reviewed for the Current data base.
Gathering data o f Current Records required direct contact with the Juvenile 
Probation personnel. Access to probation and intake personnel was coordinated with 
each supervisor through the Acting Director o f the East Baton Rouge Parish Juvenile 
Court. Records were not removed from the office of the probation officer, nor did 
the researcher disrupt conferences, meetings, telephone calls, nor delay the 
processing o f a case.
The researcher contacted the JRDC to review records identified as juveniles 
who were arrested and charged with criminal activity in East Baton Rouge Parish 
subsequent to December 31, 1988. Preliminary contact indicated less than twenty 
such files were currently available. JRDC had only two individuals in custody who 
had been arrested and tried in East Baton Rouge Parish.
In order to track records from each probation officer, intake officer, and the 
JRDC, records used for the Current data base had an alpha-numeric number 
assigned. These numbers ranged from A01 through Z01. As previously stated, this 
provided for the review o f every fifth record, assuming the number o f Current 
records were as estimated.
Instrumentation
Records surveyed had information transferred to Juvenile Justice Education 
Screening/Survey Forms developed for this study (Appendix A). The instrument 
was researcher designed with input from the Acting Director/Judicial Administrator
of the East Baton Rouge Parish Juvenile Court and the Juvenile Court Judge.
Concern was expressed by the Juvenile Court Judge about changing trends relative to 
areas, Type o f Offense, and age of offenders. Also the Juvenile Court Judge 
specifically requested that certain data be obtained. Those items are noted as such.
A panel o f experts consisting of two probation officers, one court judge, one court 
administrative assistant, two Louisiana State University professors, and two members 
o f the community reviewed the form. Their suggestions were incorporated to 
improve the accuracy and completeness of the instrument.
The following items were selected for inclusion in the Juvenile Justice 
Education Screening/Survey Sheet based upon the objectives of the study, review of 
literature, parole and probation officer criteria, and the juvenile court judge. A short 
explanation of the intended use follows the item.
Date of Birth is used to calculate Age of first and subsequent offenses. Also 
was used to provide the court with information relative to trends in 
Age of first time offenders.
Sex is used for demographic purposes. Also was used to provide the court 
with information relative to trends in gender of first time offenders.
Race is broken down as follows: A-Asian, B-Black or African American, C- 
Caucasian, H-Hispanic, 1-Indian, O-All others. Also was used to 
provide the court with information relative to trends in Race o f first 
time offenders. Under the Heading of Race, not all Hispanic or Asian
individuals were identified as such. Historical Data Base records may 
have identified non-Caucasian as black.
Zip Code is the five digit postal number of the offender's self reported 
residence. Also was used to provide the court with information 
relative to trends in changes of neighborhoods of first time offenders.
Times Charged represents the total number of times the juvenile was 
apprehended by police.
Parents coding is based upon:
M & F = 1  represents intact mother and father.
M = 2 represents Mother only. Mother only does not preclude another 
male residing either permanently or transiently in the residence.
F =  3 represents Father only. Father only does not preclude another 
female residing either permanently or transiently in the 
residence.
M & S F = 4 . Mother residing with her legally recognized spouse.
SM & F =  5. Father residing with his legally recognized spouse. 
Grandparents = 6. May be from either the mother’s or the father’s side 
o f the family.
Foster H om e=7. May include short-term foster parents and state run 
programs.
Adoptive Home = 8. Those parents who have legal custody of the 
juvenile.
O ther= 9. Includes emancipated juveniles, runaways or children who 
are wards o f the state. In some cases, this may include minor 
age children who have married. Also was used to provide the 
court with information relative to trends in changes o f family 
structure o f first time offenders.
Mother Only and Father Only categories do not preclude the presence 
o f another adult in the home. Social workers reported to the 
researcher that it was not their responsibility to determine 
emotional, financial, or legal relationships of adults residing 
with the responsible parent.
Siblings is the number of other children related to the juvenile in the family.
Rank represents the birth order of the juvenile whose record is being 
reviewed.
Learning Disabled is defined by Louisiana State Department of Education, 
Bulletin 746. This variable was used to provide the court with 
information relative to trends in Learning Disabled youths who are 
first time offenders.
Behavioral Disabled is defined by Louisiana State Department of Health and 
Human Services, and must be verified by a licensed psychological 
practitioner. This variable was used to provide the court with
information relative to trends in Behavioral Disabled youths who are 
first time offenders.
Physically Disabled is defined by Louisiana State Department of Health and 
Human Services. This variable was used to provide the court with 
information relative to trends in Physically Disabled youths who are 
first time offenders.
Date o f Offense is the date the offense was committed. This variable was 
used to compute Age of offense.
Disposition Date is the date the offense was adjudicated. This variable was 
used by the court to determine the average length of time for case 
disposition.
Grade Level is the last completed grade, as reported by the juvenile. 
Achievement is broken down as follows:
Achievement Below =1 is a D or failing grade.
At - 2  is at grade level or C.
Above grade= 3  is the earning of A or B marks.
M issing=4 is grades not reported by the juvenile. All grades are self 
reported by the juvenile.
Truancy is defined as skipping school.
Y e s= l indicates the juvenile admits skipping school.
N o = 2  indicates the juvenile does not admit to skipping school. 
M issing=4 indicates the juvenile did not answer.
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Expulsion is defined as the juvenile was dismissed by the school for the
remainder o f the school year, during the course of any school year. 
Y e s= l indicates the juvenile did report having been expelled.
N o = l indicates the juvenile reported not having been expelled. 
M issing=4 indicates the juvenile did not answer.
School Misbehavior is defined as the juvenile’s having had problems of a 
minor nature with school authorities.
Y es= l indicates the juvenile reports having had problems.
No = 2 indicates the juvenile reports not having had problems. 
M issing=4 indicates the juvenile did not answer.
School Records Verified means the probation or investigating officer actually 
examined the juvenile’s school records or report card.
Y es= l indicates evidence of verification was documented.
No = 2 indicates no evidence of verification was documented.
Missing = 4 indicates there was no evidence of verification. Data to be 
used by the court to improve school and court communication. 
The form was field tested on a small (20 subjects) randomly drawn sample to 
ensure content validity. Some additional items regarding verification procedures 
were added by EBRP court officials. The form was again field tested on another 
small (20 subjects) random sample for validity. After the suggested changes were 
incorporated, the previously mentioned panel accepted the revised form as valid.
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Data Analysis
Data from both populations were gathered using the Juvenile Justice 
Education Screening/Survey Sheet (Appendix A). Demographic information such as 
Age, Gender, and Race are included on the survey sheet and were compared with 
Educational Level. Lipsey (1993) discusses the need to identify the homogeneity of 
groups. Since the Historical data base and Current data base are sub-groups o f the 
total population o f juveniles arrested in East Baton Rouge Parish, it was anticipated 
they were homogenous. This was tested using the t-test or ANOVA’s F-test for 
homogeneity discussed later.
The independent variables o f Age at Time o f First Offense, Race, Total 
Times Charged, Nature o f Parental Presence in the Home, Siblings, Rank, Zip 
Code, Disposition Time, and School Record verification have been specifically 
identified by the East Baton Rouge Juvenile Court as items o f concern. Information 
obtained on these variables were taken from this study and reported separately.
These findings are described as socio-economic indicators.
Data on demographic variables o f Objective One were reported using 
descriptive statistics. Frequencies, percentages and means was used to describe 
Educational Level, Type o f Offense, Age at Time o f First Offense. Histograms of 
data are used to show Age at Time o f First Offense, family structure, number o f 
offenses committed by Gender, Race, Educational Level and Age at Time o f First 
Offense.
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Statistical analysis was done using R. A. Fisher’s analysis of covariance 
(ANCOVA) to test total times charged compared to Age of First Offense and total 
times charged compared to Educational Level. As reported by Glass and Hopkins 
(1984) the ANCOVA combines analysis of variance with regression analysis.
"It is used to increase statistical power, and/or reduce bias, that is to 
equate (statistically) groups on one or more variables." (p. 492).
Objective One of the research is to describe juvenile offenders in Louisiana 
on the following selected demographic characteristics:
A. Gender
B. Race
C. Age at Time o f First Offense
D. Nature of Parental Presence in the Home
E. Type o f Offense(s) Committed
F. Nature of Geographic Area o f Residence
G. Presence of Siblings
H. Place in the Birth Order of Siblings
1. Educational Level.
Variables which are measured on an interval scale are summarized by computing a 
mean and standard deviation. Variables which are measured on an ordinal scale are 
summarized by reporting frequencies and percentages in categories and with the 
median. Variables which are measured on a nominal scale are summarized by 
reporting the frequencies and percentages in categories.
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Objective Two of the research is to compare the sample of offenders drawn 
from the historical files (those more than three years old) and the sample of 
offenders drawn from the current files on the following selected demographic 
characteristics:
A. Gender
B. Race
C. Age at Time of First Offense
D. Nature of Parental Presence in the Home
E. Type o f Offense(s) Committed
F. Nature of Geographic Area of Residence
G. Presence o f Siblings
H. Place in the Birth Order of Siblings
I. Educational Level.
Variables which are measured on an interval scale are compared using the t-test or 
ANOVA depending on the number of categories o f the variable o f comparison. 
Variables which are measured in categories are compared using the Chi-square test of 
independence procedure.
Objective Three o f the research is to compare juvenile offenders who have 
been identified as recidivists (committed more than one offense) and those who are 
not recidivists (committed only one offense) on the following selected characteristics.
A. Gender
B. Race
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c. Age at Time of First Offense
D. Nature o f Parental Presence in the Home
E. Type o f Offense(s) Committed
F. Nature of Geographic Area o f Residence
G. Presence of Siblings
H. Place in the Birth Order of Siblings
I. Educational Level.
Variables which are measured on an interval scale are compared using the t-test 
procedure. Variables which are measured in categories are compared using the Chi- 
square test of independence procedure.
Objective Four of the research is to determine if there is a relationship 
between the variables Educational Level and Type of Offense(s). These were 
analyzed using the Chi-square test of independence procedure.
Objective Five of the research is to determine if there is a relationship 
between the variables Educational Level and Age at Time of First Offense. These 
were analyzed using Spearman Rank order correlation coefficient or Kendall’s Tau 
correlation coefficient.
Objective Six o f the research is to determine if there is a relationship between 
the variables Age at Time o f First Offense and Type Offense(s). These were 
analyzed using Spearman Rank order correlation coefficient or Kendall’s Tau 
correlation coefficient.
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Objective Seven o f the research is to determine if a model exists explaining a 
significant portion of the variance in recidivism. The following selected 
demographic characteristics were identified:
A. Gender
B. Race
C. Age at Time of First Offense
D. Nature of Parental Presence in the Home
E. Type o f Offense(s) Committed
F. Nature o f Geographic Area o f Residence
G. Presence of Siblings
H. Place in the Birth Order of Siblings
1. Educational Level.
Regression analysis was used to analyze the data and accomplish objective seven.
For the purposes o f the regression, the variable Educational Level was entered into 
the model first. This is due to the fact that Educational Level was a primary variable 
o f investigation in the study. Following the entry o f Educational Level, other 
variables were allowed to enter the model through a stepwise entry procedure.
Based upon G ay’s (1981) discussion o f the difference between parametric and 
non-parametric analysis and supported by discussion with committee members, this 
researcher concluded that parametric analysis, being the stronger or more powerful 
o f the two methods, should be incorporated. Gay (1981) further writes "parametric 
analysis is reported to be more powerful. Parametric analysis is to be used with
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normally distributed populations and when a ratio or interval scale of measure is 
used" (p. 319). Finally, the assumption is made that a comparison of the sub­
population groups would indicate no variance as both groups should be 
homogeneous. However, this was tested through an analysis o f variance procedure. 
Also, parametric analysis was used because: 1) the sub-populations are assumed to be 
normally distributed since they are being randomly drawn from the population o f all 
juvenile records, 2) Age is accepted as being based upon an interval scale, 3) total 
times charged is accepted as being based upon an interval scale.
The following items were based upon an ordinal scale for analysis: 1) Type 
of Offense is based upon an ordinal scale, as offenses were grouped from least to 
most severe, 2) Grade level is based upon an ordinal scale to accommodate 
Vocational Education, Alternative Education, GED and drop out, 3) Nature of 
Parental Presence in the Home is based on an ordinal scale to accommodate various 
parental groupings, 4) Gender is based on an ordinal scale to identify either female 
or male, and 5) Race is based on an ordinal scale to identify applicable races.
Nature of geographic area of residence was broken down into urban, 
suburban or rural based upon census guidelines. This did allow zip code information 
to be translated into areas of density more familiar to the general reader.
The alpha level was set at .05 "a’ priori." Statistical analysis was performed 
as follows: Analysis o f covariance was used to compare the data relative to the 
Historical Group as compared to the Current Group.
Confidentiality
In no case were, or will, the names of subjects be part of any written material 
distributed. Further the researcher agreed to ensure the confidentiality of 
contacts/materials in accordance with the rules and regulations of the East Baton 
Rouge Parish Juvenile Court, Louisiana Department o f Public Safety and 
Corrections, Corrections Service.
FINDINGS
The research project was conducted at the East Baton Rouge Parish Family 
Court located in East Baton Rouge, Louisiana. Additional records were reviewed at 
the Juvenile Receiving and Diagnostic Center (JRDC) located within the Louisiana 
Training Institute in Baker, Louisiana. The project began with the gathering o f data 
at the East Baton Rouge Family Court records section.
Objective One o f the research was to describe juvenile offenders in East 
Baton Rouge Parish, Louisiana on selected demographic characteristics. Appendix 
E, East Baton Rouge Parish Zip Codes is included to aid the reader. Variables 
which were measured on an interval scale were summarized by computing a mean 
and standard deviation. Variables which were measured on an ordinal scale were 
summarized by reporting frequencies and percentages in categories and with the 
median. Variables which were measured on a nominal scale were summarized by 
reporting frequencies and percentages in categories.
Part A o f Objective One o f the research was to describe juvenile offenders in 
Louisiana on the variable Gender. The sample was not evenly distributed between 
females and males. Female offenders make up slightly less than 22% of the total 
sample with 222 charged. Males made up 78.2% of the population with 794 
charged. Table 1, Juvenile Offenders by Gender, illustrates the distribution o f 
females and males sampled.
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Table 1
Juvenile Offenders by Gender
Gender Frequency %
Male 794 78.2
Female 222 21.8
Total 1016 100.0
Part B of Objective One o f the research was to describe juvenile offenders in 
Louisiana on the variable Race. As Table 2 , Demographics by Race, illustrates, the 
largest group of juvenile offenders, 627, were identified as Black. Slightly more 
than 38% or 390 juveniles were identified as being non-Black.
Table 2
Demographics by Race
Race Frequency %
Black 627 61.7
Caucasian 388 38.1
Hispanic 1 0.1
Asian 1 0.1
Total 1016 100.0
As stated earlier, under the heading of Race, not all Asian or Hispanic 
individuals were identified as such. For the purpose of the study, reference of 
Caucasian includes the one Asian offender and one Hispanic offender.
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Part C of Objective One of the research was to describe juvenile offenders in 
Louisiana on the variable Age at Time of First Offense. It was found that the ages 
for first time offenders ranged from a low of four years to a high of nineteen years. 
Generally, persons who have attained the age of nineteen are not referred to a 
juvenile or family court. An exception may be made if the individual is attending a 
secondary school.
The largest group of first time offenders came from age groups thirteen 
through sixteen. The combined total of these age groups accounted for slightly less 
than 72% of all offenders charged. Juveniles aged sixteen accounted for the largest 
group (20.0% ), followed by youths aged fourteen (19.5% ). Two age groups, four 
and eighteen, had only one respondent in each. The ages of the respondents steadily 
increased from age four through age fourteen, with the exception of age eight which 
had a slight decrease. The mean age of all offenders was 13.9 years. Table 3, 
Juvenile Offenders by Age at Time of First Offense, presents the entire age 
distribution of first time offenders.
Part D of Objective One of the research was to describe juvenile offenders in 
Louisiana on the variable Nature o f Parental Presence in the Home. As reported 
earlier, Mother Only and Father Only categories do not preclude the presence of 
another adult in the home. Social workers reported to the researcher that it was not 
their responsibility to determine emotional, financial, or legal relationships of adults 
residing with the responsible parent. Juveniles coded as Other Parental Presence
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may consist o f individuals assigned to mental hospitals, wards of the state, 
emancipated juveniles or married juveniles.
Table 3
Juvenile Offenders Sample by Age at Time of First Offense
Age in Years Frequency %
16 203 20.0
14 198 19.5
15 193 19.0
13 136 13.4
12 78 7.7
17 69 6.8
11 64 6.3
10 33 3.2
9 20 2.0
7 7 0.7
8 6 0.6
6 3 0.3
19 2 0.2
5 2 0.2
4 1 0.1
18 1 0.1
Total 1016 100.0
Sote. The mean Age was 13.968 vears. Standarc deviation for Age at Time of
First Offense is 2.165 years.
The two largest groups in this category were Mother Only with 32.5% and 
Mother & Father with 28.3% . Table 4, Juvenile Offenders by Nature o f Parental
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Presence in the Home gives the distribution. Eight respondents did not have 
information in their files regarding Parental Presence in the Home.
Table 4
Juvenile Offenders by Nature of Parental Presence in the Home
Parental Make-up Frequency %
Mother Only 331 32.5
Mother & Father 288 28.3
Mother & Stepfather 159 15.6
Other 108 10.6
Grandparents 51 5.0
Father Only 36 3.5
Father & Stepmother 28 2.8
Adoptive Parents 4 0.4
Foster Home 3 0.3
Total 1008 100.0
Sote. Data was not available on this variable for 8 subjects
Part E of Objective One of the research was to describe juvenile offenders in 
Louisiana on the variable Type of First Offense(s) Committed. The largest category 
of offense for first time offenders was Theft, which comprised 26.3% (267) of the 
sample. Burglary was the second highest reported offense. It represented just 
slightly more than half of Theft with 13.2% (134) of the sample. These two 
categories accounted for slightly less than 40% of all first time offenses.
Weapons Only included any other charge in which a weapon, be it knife, gun 
or other instrument of harm was used. This group accounted for 1.7% (n = 17) of 
the total sample. Individuals placed in the Weapons Only category were not reported
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in any other weapons related category. Drugs with Weapons made up less than 
0.1 % o f all offenses committed by first time offenders.
Probation Violation had two respondents or 0.2% of all subjects. Individuals 
who may have been on probation by other courts and subsequently referred to the 
EBRP family court were placed in this category.
Miscellaneous offenses, which accounted for 13.1% of the sample, could be 
curfew violations, driving without a license, alcohol related charges, or theft charges 
which had been reduced. An offense wherein the fine would be less than $100 
would generally fit into the Miscellaneous category.
Other Offenses would include escape, contempt of court, speeding, etc. This 
category was determined to be suited for offenses which did not fall into previously 
identified categories. Table 5, Type of First Offense Committed by Juvenile 
Offenders, illustrates the distribution.
Part F of Objective One of the research was to describe juvenile offenders in 
Louisiana on the variable Geographic Area of Residence as measured by zip code. 
Thirty eight zip codes contained two or less offenders The remaining 24 zip codes 
contained three or more offenders.
The largest concentration of offenders came from the following zip codes: 
70802 with 225 offenders and 70805 with 174 offenders. Table 6 presents numbers 
o f first time offenders in each o f the zip codes reported in the study.
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Table 5
Type of First Offense(s) Committed by Juvenile Offenders
Type o f Offense Frequency %
Theft 267 26.3
Burglary 134 13.2
Miscellaneous 133 13.1
Ungovernable 109 10.7
Assault & Battery 80 7.9
Felony 71 7.0
Other 53 5.2
Assault & Battery with Weapon 50 4.9
Sex Crimes 27 2.7
Non Felony Drugs 23 2.3
Weapons 17 1.7
Theft with Weapon 13 1.3
Felony Drugs 12 1.2
T ruancy 8 0.8
Attempted Murder with Weapon 6 0.6
Burglary with Weapon 3 0.3
Murder 3 0.3
Probation Violation 2 0.2
Attempted Murder 2 0.2
Non Felony Drugs with Weapon 1 0.1
M urder with Weapon 1 0.1
Sex Crimes with Weapon 1 0.1
Felony Drugs with Weapon 0 0.0
Total 1016 100.0
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Table 6
Geographic Area of Residence of First Time Offenders
Zip
Code
Freq % Zip
Code
Freq % Zip
Code
Freq 7c Zip
Code
Freq 7c
70802 225 22.1 70819 11 1.1 39.355 1 0.1 70764 1 0.1
70805 174 17.1 70818 9 0.9 39466 1 0.1 70765 1 0.1
70807 81 8.0 70770 8 0.8 39648 1 0.1 70773 1 0.1
70815 73 7.2 70767 7 0.7 70744 1 0.1 70774 1 0.1
70806 58 5.7 70726 6 0.6 70047 1 0.1 70780 1 0.1
70816 48 4.7 70820 4 0.4 70057 1 0.1 70785 1 0.1
70811 44 4.3 70722 3 0.3 70072 1 0.1 70804 1 0.1
70812 41 4.0 70754 3 0.3 70.346 1 0.1 70886 1 0.1
70808 37 .3.6 70743 2 0.2 70422 1 0.1 70895 1 0.1
70810 30 2.9 70710 2 0.2 70705 1 0.1 70901 1 0 . 1
70714 27 2.7 70769 0.2 70701 1 0.1 71108 1 0 . 1
70817 19 1.9 70777 2 0.2 70586 1 0.1 71202 1 0 . 1
70814 19 1.9 70821 2 0.2 70443 1 0.1 71714 1 0 . 1
70739 15 1.5 70896 2 0.2 70529 1 0.1 77640 1 0 . 1
70809 15 1.5 145.34 1 0.1 70717 1 0.1
70791 15 1.5 32872 1 0.1 70748 1 0.1
Total 921 90.6 Total 65 6.5 Total 16 1.6 Total 14 1.4
Note. N =  1016
Part G of Objective One of the research, to describe juvenile offenders in 
Louisiana on the variable Presence of Siblings in the home, was based upon 
information provided by the juvenile to the intake worker. Verification of 
information was not recorded as having been accomplished. There was not a
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distinction between birth, step, or foster siblings. It might be noted that there were 
no subjects reported to be the only child in the family. Information was taken from 
completed EBRP Intake Forms, Siblings section. The reader is cautioned regarding 
the reliability o f this variable. This variable will therefore not be used in subsequent 
analysis.
The largest group of siblings was recorded as three, which accounted for 
23.9% of the sample total. Two siblings in the family was the second largest group 
with 21.2% . Eight siblings in the family was reported as the smallest group.
Table 7, Presence o f Siblings in the home, presents the data. 
Table 7
Presence o f Siblings in the Home
Number o f Siblings Frequency %
3 241 23.9
2 214 21.2
4 170 16.9
1 100 9.9
5 98 9.7
6 86 8.5
7 44 4.4
9 36 3.6
8 19 1.9
Total 1008 100.0
9ote. Data was not available on this variable for S subjects. The mean number of
siblings reported was 3.691.
Part H of Objective One of the research was to describe juvenile offenders in 
Louisiana on the variable Place in the Birth Order of Siblings. Verification of 
information was not recorded as having been accomplished. There was not a 
distinction between birth siblings, step siblings, foster siblings, or other juveniles 
residing in the home for extended periods o f time. As with Presence of Siblings in 
the Home, rank order was based upon information provided by the juvenile to the 
intake worker. The reader is cautioned as to the reliability of this information. This 
variable will therefore not be used in subsequent analysis.
Rank or Birth Order placement o f offenders is described in Table 8. The 
largest group of first time offenders was the first born child. This group alone 
accounted for 38.5% of the total sample.
Table 8
Place in Birth Order of Siblings
Rank Frequency %
1 388 38.5
2 275 27.3
3 164 16.3
4 54 5.4
5 53 5.3
6 33 3.3
9 18 1.8
7 13 1.3
8 10 1.0
Total 1008 100.0
Mote. Data was not available on this variable for 8 subjects.
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Part I o f Objective One o f the research was to describe juvenile offenders in 
Louisiana on the variable Completed Educational Level at First Offense. The 
Completed Educational Level of subjects was self reported as being from the 
categories Pre-First Grade to Drop Out. Verification of this variable by intake 
workers was not generally accomplished. Probation officers conveyed to the 
researcher that Educational Level was generally verified if the juvenile was placed on 
probation. In some cases, information could not be verified through the schools. 
Probation officers further related difficulty in obtaining information relating to 
truancy, performance, behavior, and in some cases enrollment from school officials. 
Therefore, unless the juvenile desired to provide documentation, there was no way to 
ensure the information provided by the juvenile was accurate.
The largest number o f first time offenders self disclosed as having completed 
the eighth grade. This grade level accounted for 17.0% (169) of all first time 
offenders. Grade levels six through ten all had in excess of one hundred juveniles 
each. Combined, these groups accounted for 67.3% of all first time offenders. At 
the most extreme ends o f the educational spectrum, only one juvenile was reported to 
have committed an offense prior to completing the first grade and one at completing 
the first year o f college. The next smallest group o f offenders were reported to have 
completed the second grade (see Table 9).
A small proportion o f the respondents reportedly participated in non- 
traditional education programs. Participants in Vocational Education (1%), 
Alternative Education (4%), and GED programs (2%) accounted for 6.9% of all
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offenders. O f this group, Vocational Education accounted for 0.8% of all subjects. 
Vocational Education ranked 14th out o f 18. Only Pre-First, Second, and One Year 
o f College had fewer respondents. GED participants ranked 12 out o f 18 with 1.6% 
of the total. Drop Outs accounted for 5.2% o f all respondents.
Table 9
Educational Level at Time o f F irst Offense by Grade Level
Grade Frequency %
Eighth (8) 169 16.6
Seventh (7) 149 14.7
Ninth (9) 136 13.4
Tenth (10) 116 11.4
Sixth (6) 104 10.2
Eleventh (11) 70 6.9
Drop Out (85) 53 5.2
Fifth (5) 53 5.2
Alternative Education (75) 46 4.5
Fourth (4) 36 3.5
Third (3) 18 1.8
General Education Development (GED) (80) 16 1.6
Twelfth (12) 9 0.9
Voc Ed (70) 8 0.8
First (1) 7 0.7
Second (2) 5 0.5
Pre-First (0) 1 0.1
One Year of College (13) 1 0.1
Total 1016 100.0
sfote. N =  1016. The mean grade level for the 874 juveniles attending regular 
school was computed to be 7.751 years.
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Figure 1, Educational Level of First Time Offenders illustrates how the 
Educational Level (x-axis), and number of participants (y-axis) in all grades or 
educational programs resembles a bell shaped curve for normal distribution. The 
right side o f the curve contains data relative to Vocational Training, Alternative 
Education, GED, and Drop Out. Graphically one can see that the group o f First 
Time Offenders who completed a Vocational Education program is small compared 
to other programs. Vocational Education with eight offenders was the smallest sub­
group. The figure uses the same codes as Appendix A.
Vocational Training (70) which was defined as participating in either public 
or private vocational entry level courses accounted for only 0.8% of the total sample 
of first time offenders. Participants in Vocational Training programs comprised the 
fifth smallest group with only eight offenders.
Alternative Education (75) was defined as participating in a non-traditional 
educational program. Such a program, which could be part of a health care system, 
military school, or part o f a home bound program accounted for 4.6% of the sample. 
With 46 offenders, this group ranked ninth out of 18.
GED (80), which was defined as participating in a recognized and Louisiana 
State Department of Education approved General Education Development (GED) 
program accounted for 1.6 % o f first time offenders. This category ranked twelfth 
out of 18. Students participating in GED programs generally do not attend classes 
all day or even every day.
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Drop Out (85), which was defined as not participating in an educational 
program accounted for 5.3% of the total. With 53 offenders, this group ranked 
eighth out of 18.
Education Level
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Figure 1 Educational Level at Time of First Offense
Table 10, Non-Traditional Educational Programs at time of First Offense by 
Frequency illustrates specific programs by frequencies and percents. The table is 
sorted by percent in order o f  highest to lowest.
Objective Two of the research was to compare the sample of offenders drawn 
from the Historical files (those more than three years old) and the sample of 
offenders drawn from the Current files on the following selected demographic
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characteristics. Variables which were measured on an interval scale were compared 
at the .01 alpha level using either the t-test or ANOVA depending on the number of 
categories of the variable of comparison. An alpha level of .01 was used for this 
and subsequent analysis to compensate for type B errors. Variables which were 
measured in categories were compared using the Chi-square test of independence. 
Table 10
Non-Traditional Education Programs at Time of First Offense by Frequency
Grade Frequency %
Drop Out 53 5.3
Alternative Education 46 4.6
General Education Development (GED) 16 1.6
Vocational Education 8 0.8
Total 103 12.3
sJote. N =1016. The Non-Traditional Education Program participants data were
extracted from data used in Table 9.
Part A of Objective Two was to compare the sample of offenders drawn from 
the Historical tiles and the sample of offenders drawn from the Current files on the 
demographic characteristic o f Gender. The Chi-Square test of independence was 
used to determine if the variables Gender and data base were independent. 
Examination of the calculated statistic (X2 (1) =  4.731, p = .030) revealed that the 
variables were independent. Gender did not vary significantly by Data Base. The 
crosstabulation of the two variables shows the distribution by data base. For visual 
clarification this data is presented in Table 11.
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Table 11
Crosstabulation o f Gender o f Subjects by Data Base
Data Base
Gender Historical Current Total
Freq % Freq % Freq %
Male 578 79.9 216 73.7 794 78.2
Female 145 20.1 77 26.3 222 21.8
Total 723 100.0 293 100.0 1016 100.0
Note. Chi Square (df 1) =  4.73 1, D = 330
Part B of Objective Two was to compare the sample o f offenders drawn from 
the Historical files and the sample of offenders drawn from the Current files on the 
demographic characteristic o f Race. The Chi-Square test of independence was used 
to determine if the variables Race and data base were independent. Examination of 
the calculated statistic (X2 (1) = 0.161, p = .688) revealed that the variables were 
independent, in that race and Data Base varied independently of each other.
Part C of Objective Two was to compare the sample of offenders drawn from 
the Historical files and the sample of offenders drawn from the Current files on the 
demographic characteristic o f Age at Time of First Offense. Table 12 shows 
frequencies, by Age at Time o f First Offense and Data Base. The Chi-Square test of 
independence was not used because as shown in Table 12, the number of cells of 
expected frequency required to yield a valid Chi-Square was below the stipulation of 
the test.
The crosstabulation o f the two variables was then examined to determine the 
nature o f the association (see Table 12). The nature of the association between these
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variables was such that there were more subjects aged 11 in the Historical data base 
(7.6% ) than in the Current data Base (3.1 %). Also, the Current data base had more 
subjects age 15 (23.2% ) and age 16 (25.9%) than the Historical data base.
Table 12
Crosstabulation of Age at Time of First Offense of Subjects by Data Base
Data Base
Age at First Offense Historical3 Current1 Total
Frequency % Frequency % Frequency %
Fourteen (14) 141 19.5 57 19.5 198 19.5
Sixteen (16) 127 17.6 76 25.9 203 20.0
Fifteen (15) 125 17.3 68 23.2 193 19.0
Thirteen (13) 96 13.3 40 13.7 136 13 4
Twelve (12) 61 8.4 17 5.8 78 7.7
Eleven (11) 55 7.6 9 3.1 64 6.3
Seventeen (17) 50 6.9 19 6.5 69 6.8
Ten (10) 30 4.1 3 1.0 33 3.2
Nine (9) 18 2.5 O 0.7 20 2.0
Seven (7) 7 1.0 0 0.0 7 0.7
Eight (8) 6 0.8 0 0.0 6 0.6
Six (6) 3 0.4 0 0.0 3 0.3
Nineteen (19) 2 0.3 0 0.0 3 0.2
Five (5) 1 0.1 1 0.3 2 0.2
Eighteen (18) 1 0.1 0 0.0 1 0.1
Four (4) 0 0.0 1 0.3 1 0.1
Total 723 100.0 293 100.0 1016 100.0
Mean age 14.461 SD 1.803
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Part D of Objective Two was to compare the sample o f offenders drawn from 
the Historical files and the sample of offenders drawn from the Current files on the 
demographic characteristic o f Nature of Parental Presence in The Home. Table 
shows frequencies by Parental Presence and Data Base. The Chi-Square test of 
independence was not used because as shown in Table 13, the number of cells of 
expected frequency required to yield a valid Chi-Square was below the stipulation of 
the test. The nature o f the association between these variables was such that there 
were more subjects in households with Mother Only as a parental presence among 
the Current data base (41.4% ) than in the Historical data base (29.3%).
The Historical data base included a greater proportion of subjects from homes 
with Mother and Stepfather as the parental presence (18.8%) than did the current 
data base (8.3% ). Some difference was also noted between the data bases on the 
proportion o f subjects from homes with Father Only as the parental presence. These 
percentages were 2.5% (18) in the Historical data base and 6.2% (18) in the Current 
data base.
Part E of Objective Two was to compare the sample o f offenders drawn from 
the Historical tiles and the sample of offenders drawn from the Current tiles on the 
demographic characteristic o f Type o f First Offense(s) Committed. Table 14 shows 
frequencies by Type o f Offense and Data Base. The Chi-Square test of independence 
was not used because as shown in Table 14, the number of cells of expected 
frequency required to yield a valid Chi-Square was below the stipulation of the test, 
shows frequencies by Type o f Offense and Data Base. The Historical data base had
proportionately more subjects charged with Theft (28.1%) than the Current data base 
(21.8% ). The subjects in the Current data base had a higher proportion of Felony 
charges (10.2% ) than the Historical data base (5.7%).
Table 13
Crosstabulation of Nature of Parental Presence of Subjects by Data Base
Data Base
Parental Presence Historical Current Total
Frequency % Frequency % Frequency %
Mother & Father 211 29.3 77 26.6 288 28.5
Mother Only 211 29.3 120 41.4 331 32.8
M other & Stepfather 135 18.8 24 8.3 159 15.8
Other 80 11.1 29 10.0 109 10.8
Grandparents 37 5.1 14 4.8 51 5.1
Father & Stepmother 22 3.1 6 2.1 28 2.8
Father Only 18 2.5 18 6.2 36 3.6
Foster 3 0.4 0 0.0 3 0.3
Adoptive 2 0.3 2 0.7 4 0.4
Total 719 100.0 290 100.0 1009 100.0
Felony Drugs with Weapons charges did not have subjects from either data 
base. However, Felony Drugs offense(s) had a higher proportion in the Current data 
base (3.1 %) as compared to the Historical data base (0.4%). Assault & Battery 
offenses within the Historical data base was proportionately lower (7.5% ) than the 
Current data base (10.2% ). Other offenses that had higher proportions for the 
Current data base include Assault & Battery with a weapon and Sex offenses.
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Further examination of the data indicate a proportionately lower percentage of 
Miscellaneous offenses (14.9% ) for the Historical data base as compared to the 
Current data base (8.5% ). The Historical data base did not report any subjects 
under the offenses o f Felony Drugs with Weapon or Murder with Weapon. The 
Current data base did not report any subjects under the offenses of Felony Drugs 
with Weapon, Non-Felony Drugs with Weapon, Sex with Weapon, Attempted 
M urder, Attempted M urder with Weapon, Murder, or Burglary with Weapon.
Part F of Objective Two was to compare the sample o f offenders drawn from 
the Historical files and the sample of offenders drawn from the Current files on the 
variable Geographic Area o f Residence which was based upon zip codes. For this 
objective, zip codes which contained less than 25 reporting offenders were deleted 
from the analysis. This procedure allowed for a significant reduction in the number 
o f cells with an expected frequency of less than 5. The computed Chi-Square (X?
(9) =  28.934, p <  .001) revealed that the variables were not independent (see table 
15).
The nature of the association between these variables was such that the 
Historical data base reported 31.8% respondents for zip code 70802 while the 
Current data base reported 23.4% . Conversely, the Current data base reported 4.1 % 
for zip code 70808, while the Historical data base reported 5.1% .
Some differences were also noted between the data bases on the proportion of 
subjects residing in zip code 70805. The Historical data base reported 23.0% while 
the Current data base reported 22.0% .
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Table 14
Crosstabulation of Type of Offense(s) Committed by Subjects by Data Base
Data Base
Historical Current Total
Type of Offense(s) freq 7,. freq 7c freq 7c
Theft 203 28.1 64 21.8 267 26.3
Miscellaneous 108 14.9 23 8.3 133 13.1
Burglary 97 13.4 37 12.6 134 13.2
Ungovernable 71 9.8 38 13.0 109 10.7
Assault & Battery 34 7.3 26 8.9 80 7.9
felony 41 3.7 30 10.2 71 7.0
( ithei 33 4.6 20 6.8 33 3.2
Assault & Battery with Weapon 30 4.1 20 6.8 30 4.9
Sex 18 2.3 9 3.1 27 2.7
Non felony Drugs 18 2.3 3 1.7 23 2.3
W eapons Only 12 1.7 3 1.7 17 1.7
Theft with Weapon 1 1 1.3 T 0.7 13 1.3
Truancy 7 1.0 1 0.3 8 0.8
Attempted Murder with Weapon 6 0.8 0 0.0 6 0.6
felony  Drugs 3 0.4 9 3.1 12 1.2
Burglary with Weapon 3 0.4 0 0.0 3 0.3
M urder 3 0.4 0 0.0 3 0.3
Attempted Murder 2 0.3 0 0.0 2 0.2
Probation Violation 1 0.1 1 0.3 2 0.2
Sex with Weapon 1 0.1 0 0.0 1 0.1
Non felony Drugs with Weapon 1 0.1 0 0.0 1 0.1
Murder with Weapon 0 0.0 1 0.3 1 0.1
felony Drugs with Weapon 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
Total 723 100.0 293 100.0 1016 100.0
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Table 15
Crosstabulation o f Area of Residence by Data Base
Data Base
Zip Code Historical Current Total
Freq % Freq % Freq %
70802 174 31.8 51 23.4 225 29.4
70805 126 23.0 48 22.0 174 22.7
70807 60 11.0 21 9.6 81 10.6
70806 36 6.6 22 10.1 58 7.6
70816 36 6.6 12 5.5 48 6.3
70811 33 6.0 11 5.0 44 5.8
70808 28 5.1 9 4.1 37 4.8
70812 28 5.1 13 6.0 41 5.4
70714 15 2.7 12 5.5 27 3.5
70810 11 2.0 19 8.7 30 3.9
Total 547 100.0 218 100.0 765 100.0
N ote. Chi Square (df 9) =  28.93382, p <  .001
Part G of Objective Two was to compare the sample of offenders drawn from 
the Historical files and the sample of offenders drawn from the Current files on the 
demographic characteristic o f Educational Level. The Chi-Square test of 
independence was used to determine if the variables Educational Level and data base 
were independent. Examination of the calculated statistic (X2 (17) = 24.628 p = 
.103) revealed that the variables were independent (see Table 16). Even though the
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data bases are independent. Table 16 is included to assist the reader in possibly 
developing prevention strategies.
Table 36, Educational Level of First Time Offenders by Data Base displays 
frequency and percentages by each sub-group for all grade levels as recorded. Grade 
level includes the coding format in parentheses. The largest single group of 
offenders in the Historical data base was 16.1 % representing the eighth grade. 
Likewise the largest group of offenders for the Current data base was also the eighth 
grade, but at 19.1%. Table 16 is ordered by the Historical data base frequency.
In both data bases the grade levels of eight, seven, nine, ten, six, and eleven 
maintained their relative position of most offenders by grade level. However, using 
the same procedure, it was found that subjects reporting Alternative Education in the 
Current data base, moved to 7 out of 18 in the ranking order as compared to 9 out of 
18 in the Historical data base. Based on percent of data base respondents, those 
subjects reported as Drop Outs remained at a ranking of 8 out of 18 for both data 
bases.
Vocational Education moved from a ranking of 15 out o f 18 with 5 
respondents in the Historical data base to a higher ranking of 12 out of 18 with 3 
respondents in the Current data base. Only respondents reported as being Pre-First 
grade, One Year o f College, First Grade and Second grade completers in the 
Historical data base had no corresponding subjects in the Current data base.
69
Table 16
Educational Level o f First Time Offenders by Data Base
Grade Level
Historical 
Data Base 
Frequency
Historical 
Data Base
%
Current 
Data Base 
Frequency
Current 
Data Base
%
Eight Grade (8) 114 16.1 55 19.1
Seventh Grade (7) 97 13.7 52 18.1
Ninth Grade (9) 88 12.4 48 16.7
Tenth Grade (10) 84 11.8 32 11.1
Sixth Grade (6) 74 10.4 30 10.4
Eleventh Grade (11) 52 7.3 18 6.3
Fifth Grade (5) 43 6.1 10 3.5
Drop Out (85) 42 5.9 11 3.8
Alternative Education (75) 34 4.8 12 4.2
Fourth Grade (4) 30 4.2 6 2.1
Third Grade (3) 16 2.3 2 0.7
GED (80) 9 1.3 7 2.4
First Grade (1) 7 1.0 0 0.0
Twelfth Grade (12) 7 1.0 2 0.7
Second Grade (2) 5 0.7 0 0.0
Vocational Education (70) 5 0.7 3 1.0
One Year College (13) 1 0.1 0 0.0
Pre-First Grade (0) 1 0.1 0 0.0
Total 709 100.0 208 100.0
Note. N =  1016 Chi Square (df 17) = 24.628 p =  .103
70
Objective Three of the research was to compare juvenile offenders who have 
been identified as recidivists (committed more than one offense) and those who are 
not recidivists (committed only one offense) on the following selected characteristics. 
Variables which are measured on an interval scale were compared using the t-test 
procedure. Variables which are measured in categories were compared using the 
Chi-square test of independence procedure. Further analysis was based upon 
respondents from the Historical Data Base only. Current Data Base respondents 
were not a complete group, in that they were able to still commit offenses.
Therefore a true indication of recidivism rates was not realistic.
Objective Three was accomplished by collapsing the number of times charged 
into a "Yes" or "No" response. Individuals who had two or more charges were 
recorded into a category of yes. Therefore the juveniles having only one charge 
were not considered to be recidivists.
Part A of Objective Three was to compare juvenile offenders who have been 
identified as recidivists and those who are not recidivists on the characteristic of 
Gender. The Chi-Square test of independence was used to determine if the variables 
Gender and recidivism were independent. Examination o f the calculated statistic (X2 
(1) =  15.005 p <  .001) revealed that the variables were not independent (see Table 
17). The nature o f the association between these variables was such that there were 
proportionately less Female Non-Recidivists (96 or 29.1%) than Male Non- 
Recidivists (234 or 70.9%).
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Table 17
Recidivism Rates by Gender for Sample Group
Non-Recidivists Recidivists Total
Gender Frequency % Frequency % Frequency %
Male 234 70.9 560 81.6 794 78.1
Female 96 29.1 126 18.4 222 21.9
Total 330 100.0 686 100.0 1016 100.0
Note. Chi Square (df 1) =  15.005 p <  .0(JT
Based upon finding a difference between the genders for recidivism, a further 
analysis was accomplished by extracting the Historical data base. The Chi-Square test 
of independence was used to determine if the variables Gender and recidivism were 
independent within the Historical data base. Examination of the calculated statistic 
(X2 (!) =  17.45382 p <  .001) revealed that the variables were not independent (see 
Table 18). There were proportionately more Female Non-Recidivists than 
Recidivists.
Table 18
Recidivism Rates by Gender by Historical Data Base
Non-Recidivists Recidivists Total
Gender Freq % Freq % Freq %
Male 139 69.8 439 83.8 578 79.9
Female 60 30.2 85 16.2 145 20.1
Total 199 100.0 524 100.0 723 100.0
Note. Chi Square (c f 1) = 17.454 p < . 0 01
Part B of Objective Three of the research was to compare juvenile offenders 
who have been identified as recidivists and those who are not recidivists on the 
selected characteristic of Race. The Chi-Square test of independence was used to 
determine if the variables Race and Recidivism were independent. Examination of 
the calculated statistic (X2 (1) =50.675 p <  .001) revealed that the variables were 
not independent (see Table 19). The nature o f the association betw een these variables 
was such that there were proportionately more Black subjects reported as recidivists 
(475 or 69.2% ) than Non-Black (211 or 30.8%).
Table 19
Recidivism Rates by Race of All Records
Non-Recidivists Recidivists Total
Race Freq % Freq % Freq %
Non-Black 178 53.9 211 30.8 389 38.3
Black 152 46.1 475 69.2 627 61.7
Total 330 100.0 686 100.0 1016 100.0
Note. Chi Square fl) = 50.675 p < .001
In order to better examine the data, the Historical Data base was extracted 
and analyzed. The Chi-Square test of independence was used to determine if the 
variables Race and Recidivism within the Historical data base were independent. 
Examination of the calculated statistic (X2 (1) =50.942 p <  .001) revealed that the 
variables were not independent (see Table 20). The nature of the association between
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these variables was such that there were proportionately more Black subjects reported 
as recidivists (70%) than Non-Black (30%).
Table 20
Recidivism Rates by Race Historical Data Base
Non-Recidivists Recidivists Total
Race Freq % Freq % Freq %
Non-Black 117 58.8 157 30.0 274 37.9
Black 82 41.2 367 70.0 449 62.1
Total 199 100.0 524 100.0 723 100.0
Note. Chi Square (df 1) = 50.942 p < .001
Part C of Objective Three of the research was to compare juvenile offenders 
who have been identified as recidivists and those who are not recidivists on the 
selected characteristic of Age at Time of First Offense. The t-test procedure was 
used to determine if the variables Age at Time of First Offense and Recidivism were 
different (see table 21). The computed t-value of 11.21. (1014) (p < .001) indicates 
there is a difference between groups. The nature o f the differences between these 
groups was such that Non-recidivists in the sample (n=686) were older (mean age = 
15.0 years) than were Recidivists (n =  330) in the sample (mean age = 13.47 years).
Based upon the results o f the t-test for Age at Time of First Offense by Non- 
Recidivists and Recidivists being p  <0.001 a further examination o f Age at Time of 
First Offense by Non-Recidivists and Recidivists for Historical Data Base was 
accomplished (see Table 22). Within the Historical data base, the computed t-value
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of 10.45, (721) (p < .001) indicates there is a difference between groups. The 
nature o f the difference between these groups was such that Non-Recidivists (n = 199) 
were older than Recidivists (n =  524). The mean age o f Non-recidivists at the time of 
first offense was 15.101 years, whereas the mean age of recidivists was 13.26 years. 
Table 21
Comparison of Age at Time o f First Offense by Non-Recidivists and Recidivists
Group Cases Mean
Age
SD t-Value df 2-tail
prob
Non-Recidivists 330 15.00 1.744
11.21 1014 <.001
Recidivists 686 13.47 2.172
Note. N =  1016
Table 22
Age at Time of First Offense by Non-Recidivists and Recidivists by Historical Data 
Base
Group Cases Mean
Age
SD t-Value df 2-tail
prob
Non-Recidivists 199 15.101 1.803
10.45 721 .001
Recidivists 524 13.262 2.219
Note. N = 72T
Part D of Objective Three examined the sample of offenders identified as 
Non-Recidivists and the sample o f offenders identified as Recidivists on the 
demographic characteristic of Nature of Parental Presence in The Home. The 
computed Chi-Square (X2 (8) — 50.325, p C .0 0 1 ) revealed that the variables were
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not independent (see Table 23). The nature of the association between these 
variables was such that there were more subjects in Mother Only as a Parental 
Presence households among the Recidivists (34.9%) than those identified as Non- 
Recidivists (28.4% ).
In homes with Mother and Stepfather as the Parental Presence a greater 
proportion of subjects (17.8%) were reported as Recidivists than did those identified 
as Non-Recidivists (11.6%). Differences were noted on the proportion o f subjects 
from homes with Father Only as the Parental Presence. These percentages were 
4.0% (13) for those identified as Non-Recidivists and 3.4% (23) in the group 
identified as Recidivists. Analysis o f Nature of Parental Presence in The Home 
indicates a greater portion o f the number of offenders coming from a Mother Only 
(34.9% ) group.
In order to ascertain if the difference in Recidivism Rates was attributed to 
either data base, a further examination of the data was accomplished using Chi- 
Square analysis. The computed Chi-Square (X2 (8) = 43.888, p c .0 0 1 )  revealed 
that the variables were not independent (see Table 24). The nature of the association 
between these variables was such that there were proportionately more subjects in 
households with Mother & Father identified as Non-Recidivists (44.9%) as compared 
to Recidivists (23.4% ). Mother Only as a parental presence among the Recidivists 
had 168 (32.2% ) respondents compared to 43 (21.7%) for Non-Recidivists.
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Table 23
Crosstabulation of Nature of Parental Presence o f Subjects by Non-Recidivists and 
Recidivists
Data
Parental Presence Non-Recidivists Recidivists Total
Frequency % Frequency % Frequency %
Mother & Father 135 41.2 153 22.5 288 28.5
Mother Only 93 28.4 238 34.9 331 32.8
Mother & Stepfather 38 11.6 121 17.8 159 15.8
Other 24 7.3 85 12.5 109 10.8
Father Only 13 4.0 23 3.4 36 3.6
Grandparents 11 3.4 40 5.9 51 5.1
Father & Stepmother 10 3.0 18 2.6 28 2.8
Foster 3 0.3 0 0.0 3 0.3
Adoptive 1 0.3 3 0.4 4 0.4
Total 328 100.0 681 100.0 1009 100.0
Mote. Chi Square (df 8) = 50.325 , p <  .001
Part E o f Objective Three was to compare juvenile offenders who have been 
identified as recidivists and those who are not recidivists on the basis of Type of 
Offense(s) Committed. Table 25 shows frequencies of Type o f Offense by Data 
Base. The Chi-Square test o f independence was not used because as shown in Table 
24, the number of cells o f expected frequency required to yield a valid Chi-Square 
was below the stipulation of the test. Non-Recidivists accounted for 32.5% (330) 
whereas Recidivists accounted for 67.5%- (686) of the population. The nature of the
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association between these variables was such that subjects among both the Recidivists 
and Non-Recidivists groups, the most frequently identified charge was for the offense 
o f Theft. However, Theft was identified by 30.9% of the Recidivist group while it 
was identified by 16.7% of the Non-Recidivist Group.
Table 24
Crosstabulation of Nature of Parental Presence o f Subjects by Non-Recidivists and 
Recidivists from the Historical Data Base
Data
Parental Presence Non-Recidivists Recidivists Total
Frequency % Frequency % Frequency %
Mother & Father 89 44.9 122 23.4 211 29.3
Mother Only 43 21.7 168 32.2 211 29.3
Mother & Stepfather 30 15.2 105 20.2 135 18.8
Other 17 8.6 63 12.1 80 11.1
Father & Stepmother 6 3.0 16 3.1 22 3.1
Grandparents 5 2.5 32 6.1 37 5.1
Father Only 5 2.5 13 2.5 18 2.5
Foster 3 1.5 0 0.0 3 0.4
Adoptive 0 0.0 2 0.4 2 0.3
Total 198 100.0 521 100.0 719 100.0
Note! Chi Square (df 8) =  43.88ft, p <  .001
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Table 25
Non-Recidivists Recidivists Total
Type of Offense(s) freq % freq % freq %
Thefl 55 16.7 212 30.9 267 26.3
Miscellaneous 49 14.8 84 12.2 133 1.3.1
Burglary 48 14.5 86 12.5 134 13.2
Ungovernable 43 13.0 66 9.6 109 10.7
Felony 27 8.2 44 6.4 71 7.0
Assault & Batters' 21 6.4 59 8.6 80 7.9
Assault &  Battery with Weapon 17 5.2 33 4.8 50 4.9
Other 16 4.8 37 5.4 53 5.2
Sex 12 3.6 15 2.2 27 ■s g
Non f  elony Drugs 11 3.3 12 1.7 23 2.3
felony Drugs 10 3.0 2 0.3 12 1.2
Thefl with Weapon 6 1.8 7 1.8 13 1.3
W eapons Only 6 1.8 11 1.6 17 1.7
Truancy 3 0.9 5 0.7 8 0.8
Attempted M urder with Weapon 3 0.9 3 0.4 6 0.6
M urder with Weapon 1 0.3 0 0.0 1 0.1
Burglary with Weapon 1 0.3 2 0.3 3 0.3
Sex with Weapon 1 0.1 0 0.0 1 0.1
Non fe lony  Drugs with Weapon 0 0.0 1 0.1 1 0.1
felony Drugs with Weapon 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
Probation Violation 0 0.0 2 0.3 2 0.2
Attempted Murder 0 0.0 2 0.3 2 0.2
Murder 0 0.0 3 0.4 3 0.3
Total 330 100.0 686 100.0 1016 100.0
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The Chi-Square test o f independence was used to determine if the variables 
Type o f Offense and Historical data base by Recidivism were independent. 
Examination o f the calculated statistic (X2 (20) = 28.036, p = .1 0 9 ) revealed that the 
variables were independent. Theft remained the most reported often Type of 
Offense.
Part F o f Objective Three was to compare juvenile offenders who have been 
identified as recidivists and those who are not recidivists on the basis o f Geographic 
Area o f Residence identified by zip codes. Initial Chi-Square analysis indicated too 
many cells with less than five offenders and thereby significantly reduced reliability. 
Therefore, for this objective, zip codes which contained less than 25 reporting 
offenders were deleted from the analysis. In the recalculated results, only two 
geographic areas were identified as possibly associated w'ith recidivism of juveniles. 
These w'ere Zip Code 70802 and 70816. The remaining areas w'ere not statistically 
significant at p < .01 level. Table 26, Recidivists by Geographic Area of Residence 
clearly identifies significant areas.
Table 26
Recidivists by Geographic Area of Residence
Zip Code Correlation Significance Level
70802 0.143 0.000
70816
-------r - , ----- :----
-0.094 0.003
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Part G o f Objective Three of the research was to compare juvenile offenders 
who have been identified as recidivists and those who are not recidivists on the 
characteristic o f Educational Level. Table 27 shows frequencies by Grade Level and 
Recidivism. The Chi-Square test of independence was not used because as shown in 
Table 27, the number of cells of expected frequency required to yield a valid Chi- 
Square was below the stipulation of the test. The Educational Level data however did 
reveal that the earlier an individual is charged with an offense the more likely 
recidivism will occur. Juveniles participating in the non-traditional education 
programs of Vocational Education had a lower recidivism rate. Table 27,
Recidivism of Offenders by Educational Level, clearly illustrates an increasing trend 
in the number of offenders from early education to a decreasing trend after the eighth 
grade. Again the only exception to this trend involves juveniles participating in 
Vocational Education programs.
Figure 2, Educational Level, graphically shows how both groups fall into a 
bell shape curve. The forward most ribbon represents the recidivists group. This 
group averages closely around the seventh and eighth grades. The Non-Recidivists 
group maintains an average around the tenth grade. Note that the right end of the 
ribbons, (70 through 85) indicate other types of programs as identified in Appendix 
A.
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Figure 2 Educational Level of Recidivists and Non-Recidivists
Table 27, Recidivism of Offenders by Educational Level at Time of First 
Offense presents the frequency and percentages of individuals as they fit into each 
category. As indicated by the section identified as Recidivists, it is clear that the 
younger the individual is at the time o f first offense the more likely they are to 
recidivate. Those individuals involved in non-traditional Education program as well 
as those who have Dropped Out of school show a higher rate of recidivism than 
those identified as participating in Vocational education.
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Table 27
Recidivism of Offenders by Educational Level at Time o f First Offense
Non-Recidivists Recidivists
Grade Level Frequency % Frequency %
Tenth Grade (10) 55 16.9 61 9.1
Eleventh Grade (11) 51 15.7 19 2.8
Eighth Grade (8) 50 15.4 119 17.7
Ninth Grade (9) 47 14.5 89 13.2
Seventh Grade (7) 31 9.5 118 17.6
Sixth Grade (6) 24 7.4 80 11.9
Drop Out (85) 22 6.8 31 4.6
GED (80) 12 3.7 4 0.6
Alternative Education (75) 11 3.4 35 5.2
Twelfth Grade (12) 8 2.5 1 0.1
Vocational Education (70) 4 1.2 4 0.6
Third Grade (3) 3 0.9 15 2.2
Fifth Grade (5) 3 0.9 50 7.4
Fourth Grade (4) 2 0.6 34 5.1
First Grade (1) 1 0.3 6 0.9
One-Year of College (13) 1 0.3 0 0.0
Second Grade (2) 0 0.0 5 0.7
Pre-First Grade (0) 0 0.0 1 0.1
Total 325 100.0 672 100.0
N ote. N - 9 9 7
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Objective Four o f the research was to determine if there was a relationship 
between the variables Educational Level and Type o f Offense(s). The Chi-Square 
test of independence was used to determine if these variables were independent.
This test was selected because the variables examined were categorical and nominal 
in nature. Examination of the calculated statistic (X2 (44) = 59.118, p = .0635 
revealed that the variables were independent. Educational Level and Type of 
Offense at first offense were not related.
Objective Five of the research was to determine if there was a relationship 
between the variables Educational Level and Age at Time o f First Offense. 
Vocational Education (70), Alternative Education (75), GED (80) and Drop Out (85) 
were removed from the data. The data was analyzed using Kendall’s Tau. Analysis 
of the data produced a correlation coefficient of 0.708 (n = 619) at a significance 
level of p <  .001 indicating that there is a relationship between Educational Level 
and Age at Time o f First Offense. As would be expected, the younger a person is 
when he/she first commits a crime, the lower the grade level. However, the 
converse is not necessarily true.
Objective Six of the research was to determine if there was a relationship 
between the variables Age at Time o f First Offense and Type o f Offense(s).
Analysis using Spearman Rank order correlation coefficient produced a correlation 
coefficient of -.0153 and a significance level o f 0.656 indicating there is no
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statistically significant relationship between Age at Time of First Offense and Type 
of Offense.
Objective Seven of the research was to determine if a model exists explaining 
a significant portion o f the variance in recidivism from previously discussed 
demographic characteristics.
This objective was accomplished using multiple regression analysis. Times 
Charged was used as the dependent variable. The other variables were treated as 
independent variables and stepwise entry of the variables was used because of the 
exploratory nature of the study. Only those variables with correlation coefficients of 
. 1 or higher were included in the analysis.
The Historical Data Base was used for the multiple regression analysis.
Slight differences were noted between Total, Historical and Current Data bases. 
However, as stated earlier the Current Data Base is incomplete, in that subjects may 
still be committing crimes. The Total Data Base, a complete presentation, included 
the Current Data Base, therefore, it was not used for analysis. Correlations between 
Times Charged and the variables are presented in Table 28. Table 28, shows 
Educational Level, Race, Gender and Age at Time o f First Offense with correlation 
coefficients higher than 0.1.
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Table 28
Relationship between Times Charged and Variables of Investigation
Variable C orrelation8 Significant I Value
Race .286 < .001
Gender -.198 < .001
Educational Level -.415 < .001
Age at Time of First Offense -.449 < .001
Father & Stepmother .043 .136
Alternative Education .073 .175
Serious .019 .217
Drop Out .003 229
Theft .074 .234
M other & Stepfather .017 .249
W eapons -.036 .409
O ther Parents .069 .424
Assault & Battery .072 .439
Theft with Weapon .003 .451
GED Programs -.054 .524
Grandparents .047 .578
Vocational Education -.024 .636
Sex related offenses -.055 .836
M other Only .052 .879
Father Only -.008 .879
“Pearson’s Product Moment Correlation Coefficient
The primary variable o f investigation was Educational Level at Time of First 
Offense, therefore this variable was introduced into the equation first. Educational 
Level was further described as Education (1-12), Vocational Education, Alternative
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Education, GED, and Drop Out. Nature of Parental Presence in the Home was 
tested by each category. Zip Codes 70802 and 70816 were used for Geographic 
Area o f Residence. Although Zip Codes 70802 and 70816 had previously shown 
significance (refer to table 26), zip code 80816 lacked significance in the Multiple 
Regression Analysis and was dropped from analysis. Type o f Offense(s) Committed 
category was reduced to Felony, Assault & Battery, Assault & Battery/w. Burglary. 
Sex, Theft, Theft/w, Ungovernable, and Weapons, as these were the only offenses 
that remained consistently significant in previous analysis (refer to table 26).
The Multiple Regression Analysis is divided into two tables (Tables 29 and
30) in order to better discuss results. A variable was included (Table 29) in the 
model if it contributed one percent or more to explain the variance. Education 
(grades 1 through 13) explained almost 22% of the variance. Age at Time of First 
Offense, Gender, and Race explained an additional 4.56% . The remaining variables 
(Table 30) were not in the equation and totally contributed less than 2% to the 
explained variance.
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Table 29
Multiple Regression Analysis of Variables explaining Juvenile Recidivism (N = 723)
Source of 
Variance2 DF" SS‘ MS'1 F" Prob. F!
Regression 4 2447.483 611.871 64.849 <.001
Residual8 718 6774.599 9.435
Total 722 9221.082 621.306
Variables in the Equation
Variable Rlh
Cum.
Rl‘ F Sig. F
Education Level- .1722 .1722 150.075 <.001
Age First O ffensek .0475 .2198 101.432 <.001
Gender1 .0258 .2456 78.046 < 001
Race" .0198 .2654 64.849 <.001
a Source of Variance 
b Degrees of Freedom
0 Sum of Squares
d Mean Square (SS/DF) 
c F ratio (Regression MS/Residual MS) 
r Probability o f F occurring by chance 
8 Residual or unexplained variance (error variance) 
h The coefficient of determination
1 The amount of added explanatory power
' Educational Level completed at Time o f First Offense (0-13 years) 
k Age at Time of First Offense 
1 Gender (coded 1 = female, 2 —male) 
m Race (coded 2 =  Black, 3 =  Non-Black)
Table 30 is sorted by p levels.
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Table 30
Multiple Regression Analysis Variables Not In the Equation (N = 723)
Variable t p  value
f ather & Stepmother 1.492 .136
Alternative relocation 1.356 .175
Serious -1.236 .217
Drop Out 1.203 .229
Theft 1.191 .234
Assault &  Batters with Weapon 1.185 .237
Mother & Stepfather 1.152 .249
f oster Parents -1.044 .297
Weapons Only -.826 .409
Parents. Other .800 .424
/ i p  ( ode 70805 .791 .429
Assault S c Battery .774 .439
Theft with Weapon .755 .451
GBD -.638 .524
f-elony .614 .539
Grandparents .556 .578
Burglary .537 .591
Vocational ] education -.472 .637
Adoptive Parents .291 .772
Ungovernable .207 .836
Sex Offenses .207 .836
f ather Only -.151 .879
Zip Code 70802 -.117 .907
Mother Only .017 .986
Mother & 1-alher .004 .997
SUM M ARY
The primary purpose o f this study was to describe and compare variables that 
influence juvenile recidivism. A review o f the literature was undertaken to ascertain 
which variables had been previously identified. Although many reports regarding 
adults have been published, the researcher was unable to find evidence o f empirical 
studies regarding juveniles.
In consultation with the Juvenile Court judge, probation officers, and my 
graduate research committee, a list o f variables was developed. Not all variables 
identified were used for the study. Variables selected for the study were Age at 
Time o f First Offense, Gender, Race, Zip Code, Parental Presence, Siblings, Rank 
Order, Type o f Offense charged, and Educational Level.
Variables o f Age at Time o f First Offense and Gender were easily identified. 
In only one known case was there evidence to conclude the date o f birth was not 
accurate.
Variables o f the study that posed special problems were:
1. Race posed difficulty in that some juveniles who were not Caucasian 
were sometimes classified Black.
2. Zip Code would sometimes change between the first offense and 
subsequent offenses. In other cases, it was found that the Zip Code 
reported did not exist.
3. Parental Presence was somewhat difficult to access. The type of
influence at the time o f the first offense was generally recorded.
However, in reviewing court documents, it was found that Mother
8 9
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However, in reviewing court documents, it was found that Mother 
Only may have had adult males contributing to the family and/or 
residing in the home but without listing them as Father or Stepfather. 
In other cases, changes in the home environment were not recorded in 
the records.
4. Siblings as a category was difficult to assess. None of the cases
reviewed indicated that any of the juveniles charged was an only child.
Intake staff did not always differentiate between stepchildren, foster 
children, or long term parental relationships that may have introduced 
additional children into the family environment.
5. Rank Order was also difficult to assess for the same reasons stated in
4 above.
6. Type of Offense presented a unique set of problems. The Type of
Offense the juvenile was charged with may have been very different 
from the actual offense committed. The ultimate Type of Offense a 
juvenile was charged with may have in reality been a result of plea 
bargaining by the district attorney, court, attorney, investigating 
officer or a combination of these. For example, an offense of Assault 
and Battery may have been the result of plea-bargaining a sex-related 
offense. For the purposes of this study, the Type o f Offense was
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determined to be the offense that was formally disposed of by the 
court.
7. Educational Level was not always readily available. Table 43 
indicates the proportion of school records not verified. In most 
instances, the juvenile’s educational level was self reported. For the 
purposes o f this study, the grade completed at the time o f the offense 
was recorded as Educational Level. In some cases, it was difficult to 
determine if a juvenile was actually in a formal educational program 
or in a nonexistent GED or alternative program.
Records of the East Baton Rouge Parish Family Court were surveyed using a 
systematic sample with a random start. Every tenth record was examined after the 
random start. The records were divided into two categories; Historical and Current. 
The Historical Data which covered 1981-1988, base yielded 723 records, while the 
Current Data base, which covered 1989-1992, contained 293 records. A total of 
1016 records were surveyed over a four-month period.
Information from court records was transcribed onto the researcher-developed 
Juvenile Justice Education Screening/Survey forms. A panel o f experts consisting of 
two probation officers, one court judge, one court administrative assistant, two 
Louisiana State University professors, and two members of the community reviewed 
the form. Their suggestions w-ere incorporated to improve the accuracy and 
completeness of the instrument.
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included for general information. Court officials used the results o f this study to 
modify intake and supervision documentation procedures.
Specific objectives o f the study were to:
1. Describe juvenile offenders on selected demographic characteristics.
2. Compare samples o f offenders drawn from historical and current files.
3. Compare juvenile offenders by recidivism.
4. Determine if a relationship between Educational Level and Type o f 
Offense exists.
5. Determine if a relationship between Educational Level and Age at 
Time o f First Offense exists.
6. Determine if a relationship between Age at Time of First Offense and 
Type o f Offense exists.
7. Determine if a model exists explaining a significant portion of 
recidivism.
Findings
A summary o f the findings of this study is presented by objective.
Objective One (overall sample) was accomplished by finding the frequency 
distribution based upon demographics:
1. 78.2% ( 794) o f juveniles charged with offenses were male.
2. Blacks comprise 61.7% (627) o f the sample.
78.2% ( 794) o f juveniles charged with offenses were male. 
Blacks comprise 61.7% (627) of the sample.
The ages o f juveniles charged ranged from 4 to 19 years, with 
a mean o f 13.9 years.
Juveniles with a Parental Presence of Mother Only accounted 
for 32.5% (331) of all juveniles charged. Parental Presence of 
Mother and Father accounted for 28.3% (288) of all juveniles 
charged. Parental Presence o f Mother and Stepfather 
accounted for 15.6% (359) o f all juveniles charged. Parental 
Presence of Stepmother and Father accounted for 2.8%’ (28) of 
all juveniles charged. Parental Presence of Father Only 
accounted for 3.5% (36) of all juveniles charged. Parental 
Presence of Grandparents accounted for 5.0% (51) of all 
juveniles charged. Parental Presence of Adoptive Parents 
accounted for 0.4% (4) of all juveniles charged. Parental 
Presence of Foster Home accounted for 0.3% (3) of all 
juveniles charged. Parental Presence o f Other accounted for 
10.6% (108) o f all juveniles charged.
Offenses that accounted for 10% or more o f all charges were: 
Theft 26.3% (267) ; Burglary 13.2% (134); Miscellaneous 
13.1% (133); Ungovernable 10.7% (109).
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6. The number of times charged ranged from 1 to 22 (see Table
31). The mean was 3.422 with a SD of 3.283.
Objective Two (Historical Data Base and Current Data Base):
1. Males composed 79.9% of those identified in the Historical 
Data Base and 73.7% of the Current Data Base.
2. The demographic variable o f race varied independently of 
recidivism.
3. The Historical Data base consisted of younger (13.8 years)
offenders than the Current Data Base (14.5 years).
4. The Historical Data Base contained an equal number of
juveniles reporting Mother & Father (29.3%) and Mother Only 
(29.3% ) as Parental Presence whereas the Current Data Base 
reported Mother & Father (26.6%) and Mother Only as a 
Parental Presence (41.4%).
5. Theft was the crime most often reported in both the Historical
and Current Data Base groups.
6. The Historical group reported 16.1% as completing the eighth
grade whereas the Current Data Base group reported 19.1 % as 
completing the eighth grade.
Objective Three (Recidivists versus Non-Recidivists):
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1. Females made up 21.9% of all reported offenders. They 
composed 29.1% of the Non-Recidivist group and 18.8%' of 
the Recidivating group. Males, overall, were more likely to 
recidivate.
2. Blacks composed 46.1 % of the Non-Recidivating group and 
69.2% of the Recidivating group.
3. Non-Recidivists had a mean age of 15 years compared with
13.27 for Recidivists.
4. Juveniles with a Parental Presence o f Mother & Father
accounted for 41.2% of Non-Recidivists and 2 2 .5 % of 
Recidivists. Parental Presence of Mother Only accounted for 
28.4% of Non-Recidivists and 34.9% of Recidivists. Parental 
Presence of Mother & Stepfather accounted for 11.6% of Non- 
Recidivists and 17.8% of Recidivists. Parental Presence of 
Other accounted for 7.3% of Non-Recidivists and 12.5% of 
Recidivists.
5. Theft accounted for 16.7% of the offenses committed by
juveniles reported as Non-Recidivists and 30.9% of Recidivists. 
Miscellaneous accounted for 14.8% o f the offenses committed 
by juveniles reported as Non-Recidivists and 12.2% of 
Recidivists. Burglary accounted for 14.5% of the offenses
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committed by juveniles reported as Non-Recidivists and 12.2% 
o f Recidivists.
6. The tenth grade was completed by 16.9% of juveniles reported 
as Non-Recidivists and 9.1 % of Recidivists. The eleventh 
grade was completed by 15.7% of juveniles reported as Non- 
Recidivists and 2.8% o f Recidivists. The eightth grade was 
completed by 15.4% of juveniles reported as Non-Recidivists 
and 17.7% of Recidivists. The ninth grade was completed by 
14.5% of juveniles reported as Non-Recidivists and 13.2% of 
Recidivists.
Objective Four (Educational Level and Type of Offense): The Chi-Square test 
o f independence did not show a relationship between the variables Educational Level 
and Type o f Offense.
Objective Five (relationship between Educational Level and Age at Time of 
First Offense): Kendall’s Tau Analysis indicated a relationship between Educational 
Level and Age at Time o f First Offense. Analysis of the data produced a correlation 
coefficient of 0.708 (n=619) at a significance level of p  <  .001. As expected, the 
younger a person is the lower his/her grade level. The correlation is not the same 
for older juveniles in higher grades because students fail grades, select alternatives, 
or drop out o f school.
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correlation coefficient o f -.0153 and a significance level o f 0.656, indicating there is 
no statistically significant relationship between Age at Time o f First Offense and 
Type o f Offense. Theft was reported as the most frequently committed offense, 
regardless o f age.
Objective Seven was to determine if a model exists explaining a significant 
portion of the variance in recidivism. The model developed by the Multiple 
Regression Analysis revealed that Education Level explained 17.22% of the variance, 
Age at Time o f First Offense 4.75% , Gender 2.58% , and Race 1.98%.
Conclusions and Recommendations 
Based upon the findings o f the study, the following conclusions and 
recommendations were made:
Objective One (Overall sample):
C onclusion: Black males with a Parental Presence o f Mother Only 
make up the majority o f juveniles with arrest records. 
R ecom m endation: Earlier intervention strategies should be 
implemented at the elementary school level.
Objective Two (Historical Data Base versus Current Data Base):
C onclusion A: Proportionately fewer black males than their counter­
part non-black males contribute to the Current Data Base. 
Females within the Current Data Base have a higher incidence
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C onclusion A: Proportionately fewer black males than their counter­
part non-black males contribute to the Current Data Base. 
Females within the Current Data Base have a higher incidence 
of First Time Offenses than their counterparts in the Historical 
Data Base.
R ecom m endation A: Intervention strategies designed to target
juveniles should include both genders and all races. The black 
male juvenile should not be singled out as the target.
C onclusion B: The largest number of First Time Offenders in both 
data bases were juveniles whose last completed grade was 
eighth grade. However, as tables in Appendix D show, 
recidivists with more than three offenses report having 
completed the seventh grade.
R ecom m endation B: Intervention should begin prior to the fifth or 
sixth grade.
Objective Three (Recidivists versus Non-Recidivists):
C onclusion A: Proportionately, there are more black male recidivists 
than any other group.
R ecom m endation A: A study to determine if black male juveniles 
are treated differently from other groups within the juvenile 
system should be initiated. Indications, based upon this
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research, show a greater propensity for black males to 
recidivate.
C onclusion B: The Parental Presence group o f Mother Only contains 
proportionately more recidivists than any other group. 
R ecom m endation B: Families in Need of Services (FINS) diversion 
programs, or other providers, should develop parenting 
workshops for single parents with juvenile offenders. Such 
workshops could be conducted in conjunction with probation 
efforts.
Objective Four (Educational Level and Type of Offense):
C onclusion: Theft remains the most frequently committed offense 
regardless of Educational Level.
R ecom m endation: The courts should strengthen the punishment for 
theft crimes.
Objective Five (Educational Level and Age at Time of First Offense):
C onclusion: Young, first-time charged juveniles have low attained 
grade levels. Yet, juveniles charged with multiple offenses 
have even lower attained grade levels.
R ecom m endation A: Alternative Educational programs that are part 
o f the "free society" school system should be developed to help 
juvenile offenders maintain or develop academic success.
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R ecom m endation B: Vocational Education programs that prepare the 
juvenile for the world of work should be provided. Tables in 
Appendix D relative to number o f offenses and educational 
level indicate that as their number of offenses increase, more 
juveniles leave the traditional educational system.
Objective Six (Age at Time of First Offense and Type of Offense):
C onclusion: Theft remained the offense most often committed, 
regardless of Age.
R ecom m endations: As recommended in Objective Four, the courts 
should strengthen the punishment for theft crimes.
Objective Seven (Determine if a model exists explaining the variance in 
recidivism): Although four variables were identified as contributing 
significantly to recidivism, other factors not identified in the model, but 
referred to in the study, should not be ignored, because this is an exploratory 
study and more work needs to be done.
C onclusion A: Formal education does play a part in recidivism. The 
more formal education the juvenile received, the lower was the 
incidence of documented court referrals. Additionally, 
Vocational Education had a low incidence of recidivism when 
compared with Alternative Schools, Drop Out, and GED.
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C onclusion B: The analysis o f age indicates the younger persons are 
when committing their first offense, the more likely they are to 
recidivate. Seventh and eighth graders have the highest level 
o f recidivism. That applies to males and females, blacks and 
non-blacks.
R ecom m endation B: A concentrated effort should be made to
redirect first-offense children before they reach seventh and 
eighth grades and have an opportunity to commit additional 
crimes. Early intervention, prior to the seventh grade or the 
equivalent age group, may reduce the incidence o f repeat 
offenses.
Recommendations for Additional Study 
Based upon the collection and analysis of the data, conversations with court 
and public school officials, and the findings and conclusions of this study, this 
researcher recommends the following:
1. Further study should be undertaken regarding educational achievement 
and recidivism. Carr (1990) found that juveniles incarcerated in LTIs 
are academically poor students, testing at the fourth grade level. Yet 
this study found the average offender had completed the eighth grade. 
Therefore, a study to compare actual educational achievement based
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are academically poor students, testing at the fourth grade level. Yet 
this study found the average offender had completed the eighth grade. 
Therefore, a study to compare actual educational achievement based 
on grades levels should be undertaken to ascertain why this disparity 
exists.
2. Further study should be undertaken to examine how Disposition and 
Type of Offense are correlated with recidivism rates. Besides 
disposition, the length of time between being charged and adjudicated 
should be examined.
3. A study of Louisiana’s Children’s Code regarding families in need of 
services should be initiated to determine if, as Wiley (1989) suggests, 
involving the family in the judicial process would change the 
recidivism rate. Within this concept, the most effective type of 
services and how they are measured and compared with non-effective 
programs should be studied.
4. A scientific study within the juvenile justice system may ferret out 
information regarding supervision of recidivists. Are particular 
probation officers more effective, and if so, why? By identifying 
quantitative data regarding effective probation officers, one could 
possibly determine if requisite skills are transferable.
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5. The younger juveniles are when they experience the judicial system, 
the more likely they are to recidivate. A longitudinal study should he 
initiated to determine if  society is unwittingly teaching younger 
juvenile offenders that they are destined to continue through life as 
repeat offenders.
6. The development of an easier to use and more accurate Family Court 
intake form w-ould facilitate the gathering of information. With an 
improved form, follow-up, analysis, and research would be easier to 
obtain and interpret. Additionally, special training for intake 
personnel regarding the importance of accuracy and completeness 
should be provided.
7. A longitudinal study tracking juvenile offenders through traditional 
education programs and comparing them with those in vocational 
education programs should be initiated.
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APPENDIX A - JUVENILE JUSTICE EDUCATION SCREENING/SURVEY 
SHEET
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ID #_______
Juvenile Justice Education Screening/Survey Sheet
Date of Birth___________  Sex F/M Race A/B/C/H/I/O
Zip Code_________  Total Times Charged______
Parents: M & F = l ,  M =2, F =3, M & SF=4, SM & F=5, Grandparents=6, Foster Home=7, Adoptive Parents=8,
Other= 9
Siblings _ _  Rank____
Learning Disabled Y es= l, N o=2, Missing=4 Verified Yes = l ,  N o=2, Missing=4
Behavioral Disorder Y es= l, N o=2, Missing=4 Verified Y es= l, N o=2, Missing=4
Physically Disabled Y es= l, No=2, Missing=4 Verified Y es= l, N o=2, Missing=4
44 *  4  *  *  *  >i< *  «!• *  4. *  *  *  *  *  +  Hr * *  *  *  >f* *  *  *  ^ * 4 . *  4 .40b  *  +  *  *  +  +  +  +  +  + * *  *  *  *  +  % +  +  >1* *  * *  * * * * * * * *  *  * * * *  »♦«»♦*** *  * * * *  * * * *  *  *
Date of Offense tt 1 _________  Disposition Dale # 1 ________
Type of Offense: Misc=01, ProbViolation=02, Tru=03, Ungov=04, Theft=05, Theft/w=06, NFDrugs=07,
NFDrugs/w=08, Felony=09, A/B= 10, A/B/w = l l ,  FDrug=12, FDrug/w=13, Sex=14, Sex/w=15, 
Burg=16, Burg/w=17, AMur=18, AMur/w=19, Murd=20, Murd/w=21, Weapons=22, Other=23
Disposition: NoBill=00, Dism=01, C/W=02, IAA=03, Prob=04, Fam=05, Group Home=06, Hospi­
talization =07, MentalH=08, Dent=09, JRDC = 10, LTI=11, Adult Court=12, Flight=13, Awaiting 
Trial=14, Acquit=15, Div=16, TFR=17
Grade Level _____  Achievement Below= 1, At=2, Above gradc=3, Missing=4
Truancy Yes= 1, N o=2, Missing=4; Expulsion Yes = 1 , No=2, Missing=4;
Suspension Y e s= l, N o=2, Missing=4 School Misbehavior Y es= l, N o=2, Missing=4 
School Records Verified Y es= l, N o=2, Missing=4
1 1 6
Date of Offense # 2 _________  Disposition Date tt2
Type of Offense: M isc=01, ProbViolation=02, Tru=03, Ungov=04, Theft=05, Theft/w=06, NFDrugs=07,
NFDrugs/w=08, Felony=09, A/B=10, A /B /w = ll, FDrug=12, FDrug/w=13, Sex =  14, Sex/w = 15, 
Burg =  16, Burg/w=17, AMur=18, AMur/w=19, Murd=20, Murd/w=21, Weapons=22, Other=23
Disposition: NoBill=00, Dism=01, CAV=02, IAA=03, Prob=04, Fam=05, Group Home=06, Hospi­
talization =07, MentalH=08, Dent=09, JRDC = 10, LTI=11, Adult Court=12, Flight =13, Awaiting 
Trial= 14, Acquit=15, D iv=16, TFR=17 
Grade Level _____  Achievement Below= l, At=2, Above grade=3, Missing=4
Truancy Yes/No/M Expulsion Yes/No/M Suspension Yes/No/M
School Misbehavior Yes/No/M School Records Verified Yes/No/M
Date of Offense # 3 _________  Disposition Date # 3 ________
Type of Offense: Misc=01, ProbViolation=02, Tru=03, Ungov=04, Theft=05, Theft/w=06, NFDrugs=07,
NFDrugs/w=08, Felony=09, A/B=10, A /B /w = ll, FDrug=12, FDrug/w=13, Sex =  14, Sex/w=15, 
Burg=16, Burg/w=17, AMur=18, AMur/w=19, Murd=20, Murd/w=21, Weapons=22, Other=23
Disposition: NoBill=00, Dism=01, C/W =02, IAA=03, Prob=04, Fam=05, Group Home=06, Hospi­
talization =07, MentalH=08, Dent=09, JRDC=10, LTI=11, Adult Court=12, Flight=13, Awaiting 
Trial= 14, Acquit=15, Div=16, TFR=17
Grade Level _____  Achievement Below = 1, At= 2 , Above grade= 3 , Missing=4
Truancy Yes/No/M Expulsion Yes/No/M Suspension Yes/No/M
School Misbehavior Yes/No/M School Records Verified Yes/No/M
1 1 7
Date of Offense #4
Type of Offense:
Disposition Date #4
M isc=01, ProbViolation=02, Tru=03, Ungov=04, Theft=05, Theft/w=06, NFDrugs=07, 
NFDrugs/w=08, Felony=09, A/B=10, A /B /w = ll, FDrug=12, FDrug/w=13, Sex= 14, Sex/w=15, 
Burg=16, Burg/w=17, AMur=18, AMur/w= 19, Murd=20, Murd/w=21, Weapons=22, Other=23
Disposition: NoBill=00, Dism=01, C/W =02, IAA=03, Prob=04, Fam=05, Group Home=06, Hospi-
talization=07, MentalH=08, Dent=09, JRDC =  10, LTI=11, Adult Court=12, Flight=13, Awaiting 
Trial= 14, Acquit=15, Div =  16, TFR=17
Grade Level _____  Achievement Below= 1, At=2, Above grade=3, Missing=4
Truancy Yes/No/M Expulsion Yes/No/M Suspension Yes/No/M
School Misbehavior Yes/No/M School Records Verified Yes/No/M
H* +  +  * +  +  '1* *  *  *  *  H* *  +  +  H* +  H* *1* +  +  * +  +  *  * * * *  *  *  +  *  H> *  *  +  *  +  H* H* + >i* * * H* *  H* +  *  +  *  H* * *  H* H*+ + *  H* H* +  +  * + *  +  +  >1** *  * *  +  *  H* H* *  *  +  *  H* H* »**•+*•(**
Date of Offense #5 Disposition Date #5
Type of Offense: Misc=01, ProbViolation=02, Tru=03, Ungov=04, Theft=05, Theft/w=06, NFDrugs=07, 
NFDrugs/w=08, Felony=09, A/B=10, A /B /w = ll, FDrug=12, FDrug/w= 13, Sex=14, Sex/w=15, 
Burg=16, Burg/w=I7, AMur=18, AMur/w=19, Murd=20, Murd/w=21, Weapons=22, Other=23
Disposition: NoBill=00, Dism=01, CAV=02, IAA=03, Prob=04, Fam=05, Group Home=06, Hospi­
talization =07, MentalH=08, Dent=09, JRDC=10, LTI =  11, Adult Court=12, Flight=13, Awaiting 
Trial=14, Acquit=15, Div=16, TFR=17
Grade Level _____  Achievement Below= 1, At=2, Above grade=3, Missing=4
Truancy Yes/No/M Expulsion Yes/No/M Suspension Yes/No/M
School Misbehavior Yes/No/M School Records Verified Yes/No/M
1 1 8
Date of Offense #6
Type of Offense:
Disposition Date #6
Misc=01, ProbViolation=02, Tru=03, Ungov=04, Theft=05, Theft/w=06, NFDrugs=07, 
NFDrugs/w=08, Felony=09, A/B=10, A /B /w = ll, FDrug=12, FDrug/w=13, Sex = 14, Sex/w = 15, 
Burg=16, Burg/w=17, AMur=18, AMur/w = 19, Murd=20, Murd/w=21, Weapons=22, Other=23
Disposition: NoBill=00, Dism=01, C/W =02, IAA=03, Prob=04, Fam=05, Group Home=06, Hospi­
talization =07, MentalH=08, Dent=09, JRDC=10, LTI=11, Adult Court=12, Flight=13, Awaiting 
Trial=14, Acquit=15, D iv=16, TFR=17
Grade Level _____  Achievement Below = 1, At= 2 , Above grade= 3 , Missing=4
Truancy Yes/No/M Expulsion Yes/No/M Suspension Yes/No/M
School Misbehavior Yes/No/M School Records Verified Yes/No/M
Date of Offense #7 Disposition Date #7
Type of Offense: M isc=01, ProbViolation=02, Tru=03, Ungov=04, Theft=05, Theit/w=06, NFDrugs=07, 
NFDrugs/w=08, Felony=09, A/B=10, A/B/w = l l ,  FDrug=12, FDrug/w=13, Sex = 14, Sex/w=15, 
Burg=16, Burg/w=17, AMur=18, AMur/w=19, Murd=20, Murd/w=21, Weapons=22, Other=23
Disposition: NoBill=00, Dism=01, C/W =02, IAA=03, Prob=04, Fam=05, Group Home=06, Hospi-
talization=07, MentalH=08, Dent=09, JRDC=10, LTI = 11, Adult Court=12, Flight=13, Awaiting 
Trial =  14, Acquit =15, Div=16, TFR=17
Grade Level _____  Achievement Below= I, At=2, Above grade=3, Missing=4
Truancy Ycs/No/M Expulsion Yes/No/M Suspension Yes/No/M
School Misbehavior Yes/No/M School Records Verified Yes/No/M
{Grade level: 70=Vocational Training, 7 5 = Alternative Education,
80=GED, 85=Drop out, 99 Missing}
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EAST BATON ROUGE PARISH INTAKE FORM
SUMMARY
THE FAMILY COURT
PARISH OF EAST BATON ROUGE
STATE O F  LOUISIANA
Petition Number
(Name) (hearing date)
(Address)
(City)
Public Defender: 
or
Attorney:
F a th e r :_____________________________________________
M o th e r :  Probation O f f i c e r : ----------------------------------
ADJUD ICATION:
AGE ON
OFFENSE(S) OFFENSE DATE DATE OF OFFENSElSi
ADJUDICATION
(Be sure to
include a m o u n t ,________________________________________________ _____________________________
statue number
and m a x i m u m ____________________ __________________________ _____________________________
commitment
time)
FACTS SURROUNDING TH E O FF E N S E : (Briefly, who. what. when, where, why. how. 
value, etc.)
PLEA BARGAIN: (Details, if any)
VICTIM ’S STATEM EN T: (If any)
1 2 1
RESTITUTION. (If any)
PRIOR REFERRALS:
Date Offcnse(s) Date/Disposition (by Whom)
FAMILY HISTORY: 
FATHER:
AGE:____________HEALTH:________________________ RELIGION:
EM PLOYM ENT:_______________________________________________
E D U C A T IO N :________________________________________________
MARITAL HISTORY:_________________________________________
STEPFATH ER:________________________________________________
AGE:____________HEALTH:________________________ RELIGION:
EM PLO Y M EN T:__________________________________ ____________
EDUCATION:_________________________________________ ___
M ARITAL HISTORY:_________________________________________
M OTHER:________________________________________ _____________
AGE:__________ HEALTH:_________________________ RELIGION:
EMPLOYMENT:
EDUCATION:
1 2 2
INCOME & SOURCE:
MARITAL HISTORY:__ ____________________________________________
SIBLINGS:
N A M E AGE GRA DE / SCHOOL / WORK
1.  ________________________________________________________________________
2 .  _________________________________________________________________________________
3  ._________________________ ____________________________________________
4  ._________________________________________________________________
5  .________________________ _____________________________________________
6  . ___________________________________________________________________
7  . ___________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________
8  .  ________________________________________________________________________
9 . _____________________________ ______________________________________________________
(Indicate by (*)
above and m a k e ________________________________________________________________________
pertinent n o t e s _______________________________________________________________________
about a c h i l d _____________________________________________________________
as needed.)
1 2 3
C H ILD S HISTORY :
G E N ER A L: (Briefly: child’s birthdate, place of birth, developmental history,
health, hobbies, interests, attitude, relationships, etc.)
SCHOOL A D JUSTM EN T: (Where, grades, attendance, passed/failed, discipline, etc.)
WORK EXPERIENCE: (None - or . . .  )
1 2 4
A LCO HOL AND DRUG USAGE: ( Description. Treatment, etc.)
H O M E AND NEIGHBORHOOD:
DETENTION E X PER IEN C E:
DATE DETAINED OFFENSE(S) DATE RELEASED (Bond amount)
1 2 5
EV A LU A TIO N : (Briefly and to the point, include child 's attitude concerning offense.
your viewpoint and impressions, parental supports and shortcomings, 
the results o f  any psychiatric or psychological evaluations, and your 
impressions regarding the child’s prognosis for improvement.)
REC O M M EN D A TIO N :
(Type of supervision and other type treatment and rehabilitative plans or commitment 
and who will supervise child upon release from L .T .l .)
APPENDIX C - DATA INPUT SHEET
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DATA INPUT SHEET
ID 000 or A00
DOB 01/01/65
Sex 1 = F , 2 =  M
Race l= A sian , 2 =  Black, 3 =  Caucasian, 4 = Hispanic, 5 -ln d ia n ,
6 = Other 
Zip Code 70808
Times Charged 00 Actual number of times charged
Parents 1=M & F, 2 =  Mother only, 3 = Father only, 4 = Mother &
Stepfather, 5 =  Father & Stepmother, 6 = Grandparents,
1 — Foster Home, 8 = Adoptive Parents. 9 = Other 
Siblings 0 min, 9 max
Rank 1 min, 9 max
LD Learning Disabled l= y e s , 2 = no, 4 = missing
LDV Verified as LD l= y e s , 2 =  no, 4=m issing
BD Behavioral Disorder l= y e s , 2 = no, 4=m issing
BDV Verified as BD l= y e s , 2 = no, 4=m issing
PD Physically Disabled l= y e s , 2 =  no, 4 =  missing
PDV Verified Physically Disabled l= y e s , 2 = no, 4 =  missing
1 2 8
0 0 #  DATE 
DO# DATE 
10#
DO#
GE#
GA#
1 #
E#
Date of offense 01/01/74 
Date of disposition 01/01/74
Type o f Offense: 01 =  Miscellaneous, 02 = Probation Violation. 
03 = Truancy, 04 = Ungovernable, 05=T heft, 06 = Theft/w,
07 =  NF drugs, 08 =  NF Drug/w, Q9 = Felony, 10 = A/B, 
l l= A /B /w , 12 = FDrugs. 13 = FDrugs/w, 14 = Sex, 15 = Sex/w.
16 = Burglary, 17 = Burglary/w, 18 = Attempted Murder,
19 =  Attempted Murder/w, 20=  Murder 21 =M urder/w ,
22 = Weapons, 23 = Other
0 0 = N o  Bill, 01 =Dism issed, 02 = Counselled & Warned,
03 = 1AA, 04 = Probation. 05 = Family, 0 6 = Group Home,
07 = Hospitalization, 08 = Mental Health, 09 = Detention, 
10=JR D C , 11 = F T I, 12 = Adult Court, 13 = Flight,
14 = Awaiting Trial, 15 = Acquittal, 16 = Diversion Programs.
17 =  Transfer to another jurisdiction
Grade L e v e l 7 0 = Vocational Training, 75 = Alternative Ed,
80= G E D , 85 =  Drop out, 99 = Missing
W orking at: 1 =below  grade, 2 = a t grade, 3=above grade,
4 = missing
Truancy l= y e s , 2 = no, 4 = missing 
Expulsion l= y e s , 2 =  no, 4 = missing
s#
SM#
S R W
Suspension l= y e s , 2 =  no, 4 = missing 
School Misbehavior l= y e s , 2 =  no, 4= 
School Record verified l= y e s , 2 =  no,
missing 
4 = missing
APPENDIX D - VARIABLES NOT REPORTED IN THE STUDY
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VARIABLES NOT REPORTED IN THE STUDY
Table 31
Number o f Times Charged
Times Charged Frequency %
1 327 33
9 220 22
3 148 15
4 86 9
5 55 5
7 32 3
6 29 3
8 25 9
9 24 9
10 13 1
12 12 1
15 7 1
11 7 1
16 5 0
17 4 0
13 4 0
18 3 0
14 9 0
22 1 0
20 1 0
19 1 0
N o te . ' ' '  N = I W 6
1 3 2
Table 32
Learning Disabled
Frequency %
No 895 89
Yes 87 9
Missing 24 2
N ote. N ^  1006 
Table 33
Learning Disabled Verified
Frequency %
No 810 81
Yes 196 19
Note. N = 1(¥)6 
Table 34
Behavioral Disorders
Frequency %
No 899 89
Yes 79 8
Missing 28 3
Note. N =  1006
1 3 3
Table 35
Behavioral Disorders Verified
Frequency %
No 811 81
Yes 195 19
Note. N =  1006
Table 36
Physical Disorders
Frequency %
No 957 95
Yes 26 3
Missing 23 2
Note. N =  1006
Table 37
Physical Disorders Verified
Frequency %
Yes 829 82
No 177 18
Note. N =  1006
1 3 4
Table 38
Working at Grade Level
Frequency %
Below 311 31
At 201 20
Above 128 13
Missing 366 36
Note. N = l0O 6
Table 39 
Truancy
Frequency %
No 246 24
Yes 242 24
Missing 518 52
Note. N = 1006
Table 40
Expulsion
Frequency %
No 400 40
Yes 76 8
Missing 530 52
Note. N =  1006
1 3 5
Table 41 
Suspensions
Frequency %
Yes 265 26
No 252 25
Missing 489 49
Note. N =  1006
Table 42
School Misbehavior
Frequency %
Yes 256 25
No 243 25
Missing 507 50
Note. N = 1006
Table 43
School Records Verified
Frequency %
No 866 86
Yes 140 14
Note. N =  1006
1 3 6
Table 44
A ge Second O ffense
Age Frequency Valid %
15 148 21.6
16 145 21.2
14 136 19.9
17 93 13.6
13 75 11.0
12 34 5.0
11 24 3.5
10 15 2.2
9 7 1.0
19 1
18 1
8 1
7 1
6 1
5 1
4 1
9ote. N = 684 . Average Age 14.55 years. 332 Juveniles not charged with two or
more offenses.
1 3 7
Table 45
T ype o f  Second O ffense Com m itted by Juvenile Offenders
Type of Offense Frequency Valid %
Theft 204 30
Assault & Battery 85 13
Miscellaneous 64 9
NFDrug/w 59 9
Other 48 7
NFDrug 45 7
Sex 39 6
Ungovernable 37 5
Theft/w 21 3
Weapons 19 3
Assault & Batter/w 12 2
Felony 9 1
FDrug/w 9 1
Probation Violation 7 1
Truancy 4 1
FDrug 3 0
Burglary 3 0
Sex/w 2 0
Burglary/w 2 0
Murder 2 0
Murder/w 2 3
Attempted Murder/w 1 0
Note. N = 679
1 3 8
Table 46
Educational Level at Second O ffense
Grade Level Frequency Valid %
Eighth (8) 119 18
Ninth (9) 107 16
Seventh (7) 79 12
Tenth (10) 77 12
Sixth (6) 66 10
Drop Out (85) 61 9
Alternative Education (75) 45 7
Eleventh (11) 40 6
Fifth (5) 23 3
Fouith (4) 16 2
GED (80) 12 2
Third (3) 6 1
Twelfth (12) 6 1
Vocational Training (70) 6 1
Pre-First (0) 1 0
Mote. N = 664 Traditional students = 540. Average Grade Level = 8.04
1 3 9
Table 47
Age Third Offense
Age Frequency Valid %
16 117 25.3
15 105 22.7
14 84 18.1
17 61 13.2
13 46 9.9
12 13 3.9
11 13 2.8
10 11 2.4
18 3 .6
19 2 .4
24 1 .2
9 1 _2
8 1 .2
Mote. N -4 5 8 . Average Age 14.85 years. 553 Juveniles not charged with three or
more offenses.
1 4 0
Table 48
Type o f Third Offense Committed by Juvenile Offenders
Type of Offense Frequency Valid %
Theft 114 25
Assault & Battery 69 15
Miscellaneous 46 10
NFDrug 46 10
Other 42 9
NFDrug/w 38 8
Sex 19 4
Ungovernable 17 4
Assault & Batter/w 12 3
FDrug/w 12 3
Probation Violation 10 2
Weapons 9 2
Theft/w 8 2
Felony 6 I
T ruancy 3 1
Burglary/w 3 1
M urder 3 1
Burglary 1 0
M urder/w 1 0
Note. N =  459
1 4 1
Table 49
Educational Level at Third Offense
Grade Level Frequency Valid %
Eighth (8) 89 20
Ninth (9) ■74 16
Drop Out (85) 55 12
Seventh (7) 49 11
Alternative Education (75) 45 10
Tenth (10) 40 9
Sixth (6) 30 7
Eleventh (11) 20 4
Fifth (5) 18 4
Fourth (4) 10 2
GED (80) 9 2
Vocational Training (70) 6 1
Thirteen (13) 2 0
Third (3) 1 0
Twelfth (12) 1 0
9ote. N = 449  Traditional students =  334. Average Grade Level = 8.61
1 4 2
Table 50
Age at Fourth Offense
Age Frequency Valid %
15 77 24.7
16 72 23.1
14 53 17.0
17 46 14.7
13 25 8.0
12 19 6.1
11 8 2.6
10 6 1.9
18 4 1.3
19 2 .6
Mote. N = 312. Average Age 14.87 years. 704 Juveniles not charged with four or
more offenses.
1 4 3
Table 51
Type o f  Fourth O ffense Com m itted by Juvenile Offenders
Type o f Offense Frequency Valid %
Theft 69 22
Assault & Battery 49 16
NFDrug 34 11
Other 32 10
NFDrug/w 30 10
Miscellaneous 27 9
Sex 16 5
Theft/w 10 3
Ungovernable 8 3
FDrug/w 7 2
Probation Violation 6 2
Felony 5 2
Weapons 5 2
Assault & Batter/w 4 1
Burglary/w 3 1
FDrug 2 1
Murder 2 1
Sex/w 1 0
Murder/w 1 0
Note. N =  311
1 4 4
Table 52
Educational Level at Fourth Offense
Grade Level Frequency Valid %
Alternative Education (75) 50 16
Drop Out (85) 48 16
Eighth (8) 41 13
Ninth (9) 40 13
Seventh (7) 36 12
Sixth (6) 32 10
Tenth (10) 21 7
GED (80) 11 4
Eleventh (11) 7 2
Fourth (4) 6 2
Fifth (5) 6 2
Vocational Training (70) 4 1
Twelfth (12) 3 1
Thirteen (13) 1 0
Mote. N = 306. Traditional students = 193. Average Grade Level = 7.89
1 4 5
Table 53
Age at Fifth Offense
Age Frequency Valid %
16 63 28.0
15 53 23.6
14 35 15.6
17 31 13.8
13 22 9.8
12 7 3.1
11 7 3.1
10 3 1.3
20 2 0.9
18 2 0.9
Note. N = 225 . Average Age 14.99 vears.
1 4 6
Table 54
Type o f  Fifth O ffense Com m itted by Juvenile Offenders
Type o f Offense Frequency Valid %
Theft 55 24
Assault & Battery 36 16
NFDrug 24 11
NFDrug/w 23 10
Other 18 8
Miscellaneous 16 7
Sex 13 6
Probation Violation 10 4
FDrug/\v 7 3
Weapons 5 2
Ungovernable 4 2
Assault & Batter/w 4 2
T ruancy 2 1
Burglary/w 2 1
Murder 2 1
Theft/w 1 0
Felony 1 0
FDrug 1 0
Burglary 1 0
Vote. N = 225
1 4 7
Table 55
Educational Level at Fifth Offense
Grade Level Frequency Valid %
Drop Out (85) 40 18
Alternative Education (75) 37 17
Ninth (9) 32 15
Eighth (8) 30 14
Seventh (7) 22 10
Sixth (6) 19 9
Tenth (10) 16 7
GED (80) 9 4
Fifth (5) 7 3
Fouith (4) 2 1
Eleventh (11) 2 1
Vocational Training (70) 2 1
siote. N =  225 Traditional students= 137. Average Grade Level =  7 .45
1 4 8
Table 56
Age at Sixth Offense
Age Frequency Valid %
16 44 25.9
15 39 22.9
14 26 15.3
17 24 14.1
13 16 9.4
12 7 4.1
11 6 3.5
18 5 2.9
10 2 1.2
20 1 0.6
Mote. N = 170. Average Age 14.99 years. 846 Juveniles not charged with six or
more offenses.
1 4 9
Table 57
Type o f  Sixth O ffense Com m itted by Juvenile Offenders
Type o f Offense Frequency Valid %
Theft 34 20
Assault & Battery 31 18
Other 23 6
NFDrug 21 12
Miscellaneous 14 8
Sex 13 8
NFDrug/\v 11 6
Probation Violation 9 5
Burglary/w 7 4
Assault & Batter/vv 4 2
FDrug/w 4 2
Weapons 4 2
Ungovernable 3 2
Theft/w 9 1
Attempted Murder/vv 1 1
M urder 1 1
Note. N =  170
1 5 0
Table 58
Educational Level at Sixth Offense
Grade Level Frequency Valid %
Alternative Education (75) 35 21
Drop Out (85) 29 18
Ninth (9) 23 14
Eighth (8) 17 10
Seventh (7) 16 10
Sixth (6) 12 7
GED (80) 10 6
Tenth (10) 9 5
Fifth (5) 8 5
Vocational Training (70) 4 2
Fourth (4) 1 1
Eleventh (11) 1 1
N o te . N =  165 Traditional students =  87. Average Grade Level =  7 .72
1 5 1
Table 59
Age at Seventh Offense
Age Frequency Valid %
16 35 24.8
15 31 22.0
17 24 17.0
13 13 9.2
12 8 5.7
18 4 2.8
11 4 2.8
viote. N =  119. Average Age 15.24 years. 875 Juveniles not charged with seven or
more offenses.
1 5 2
Table 60
T ype o f  Seventh O ffense Com m itted by Juvenile Offenders
Type of Offense Frequency Valid %
Theft 34 24
Assault & Battery 28 20
NFDrug 16 11
N FDrug/w 13 9
Weapons 8 6
Other 8 6
Miscellaneous 4 3
Probation Violation 4 3
Ungovernable 4 3
Assault & Batter/\v 4 3
Theft/w 3 2
FDrug/vv 3 2
Felony 2 1
Murder 2 1
M urder/w 2 1
Truancy 1 1
Burglary/w 1 1
Attempted Murder/w 1 1
Note. N =  141
1 5 3
Table 61
Educational Level at Seventh Offense
Grade Level Frequency Valid %
Alternative Education (75) 34 25
Drop Out (85) 27 20
Ninth (9) 14 10
Seventh (7) 13 9
Eighth (8) 12 9
Sixth (6) 11 8
GED (80) 9 7
Fifth (5) 7 5
Tenth (10) 7 5
Eleventh (11) 2 1
Fourth (4) 1 1
Vocational Training (70) 1 1
9 o te . N =  l3 8  Traditional students =  67. Average Grade L ev e l= 7 .6 1
APPENDIX E - EAST BATON ROUGE PARISH ZIP CODES
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EAST BATON ROUGE PARISH ZIP CODES
For ZIP Code
information bait:
381-0372
:i Denham Springs
Port Allen
flonda BW
itonRougi
70808
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